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Crimes of the Educators Webster 1828 Dictionary on CD-ROM 
Crimes of the Educators reveals how the architects of America’s public- This CD contains the complete text of the facsimile version of Noah Webster’s 
school disaster implemented a plan to socialize the United States by original 1828 Dictionary, set in completely searchable Libronix™ technology. 
knowingly and willingly dumbing down the population. (2015, 368pp, hb, This invaluable resource brings you the ability to define your words, copy and 
$26.95) BKCE paste into your documents with a complete citation, and increase your own 
understanding through word studies — all from your own computer. ($49.95) 
Common Ground on Common Core CDW1828 
Ideologically diverse top education activists and experts come together 
within the pages of a single volume, edited by Kirsten Lombard, to McGuffey Readers Set of Seven 
speak out against the Common Core State Standards. (2014, 436pp, In the 19th century, McGuffey Readers were among the most important texts 
pb, $20.95) BKCGCC used in primary education. Get all of the famous McGuffey Readers in this 
exclusive set. Set includes “Eclectic Primer,” “First Eclectic Reader,” “Second 
None Dare Call It Education Eclectic Reader,” “Third Eclectic Reader,” “Fourth Eclectic Reader,” “Fifth 
What’s happening to our schools and to our children? Find out in Eclectic Reader,” and “Sixth Eclectic Reader.” ($75.00) BKSMCGR7HB 


John A. Stormer’s documented account of how education “reforms” 
are undermining academics and traditional values. (1998, 266pp, pb, 
$4.95) BKNDCE 
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The Anti-Federalist Papers 
A look at the clashes and compromises that gave birth to our form 
of government. (2003ed, 406pp, pb, $7.99) BKAFP 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 
606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 


Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 
“Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 
American constitutionalism? So begins the introductory essay to 
this landmark collection of 80 documents created by American 
colonists that are the genesis of American fundamental law and 
constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787. (1986ed, 346pp, pb, $16.95) BKMP 


View of the Constitution of the United States 
Published in 1803 by a distinguished patriot and jurist, View of the 
Constitution of the United States represents the earliest extended 
commentary on the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. Written 
from the perspective that the federal government is an agent of 
a sovereign people, St. George Tucker’s work continues to add to 
our understanding of the Founding Fathers’ original intentions. 
(1999ed, 478pp, pb, $14.95) BKVCUS 


How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the 
Compact for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably 
high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides 
the information needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in 
state legislatures and Congress. (2013, 8 pp., $.02ea) RPCFA 


A More Perfect Union 
This motion picture does an admirable job of dramatizing the 
events of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. (2006, 120min, 
cased DVD, $19.95) DVDAMPU 
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EDUCATION 
Resurrecting Campus Activism of the ’60s 


by Dr. Duke Pesta — College agitators are calling for resignations, 
apologies, and restrictions; such campus intolerance was inevitable. 


POLITICS 

The “Living Document” Lie 

by Selwyn Duke — Antonin Scalia’s life and death highlighted the 
absurdity that in the American Republic one person can make the 
difference in changing all the nation’s laws. 


Who Will Be Our Next Oligarch? 


by Selwyn Duke — How do we bring the Supreme Court under 
control? 


ENERGY 


Oil: Follow the Money? No, the Politics. 
by Bob Adelmann — A lot of factors play a role in the availability of 
oil and its price. 


A Unique Oil Man in a Tough Business 
by Bob Adelmann — Tom Hill of KimRay shatters the perception of 
oil men as exploitative. 


BOOK REVIEW 
A Man Apart 


by James Heiser — Russell Kirk explained what it meant to be 
conservative, and he tried to live his philosophy as well. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Finding a Lost Founder 
by Joe Wolverton IT, J.D. — The words of a little-known Founder 
warn about the usurpation of power by judges. 


THE LAST WORD 

U.K. “Brexit” Vote and “Project Fear” 

by William EF Jasper 

Letters to the Editor The Goodness of America 
Inside Track Exercising the Right 
QuickQuotes Correction, Please! 


AP Images 


Russell 
Kirk 


Design by Katie Carder 


Design by Katie Carder 


AP Images 


AP Images 


(DS 


ik WINDS 
BINGO 


ae LIQUOR 


SPACE AVAILABLE 


5,640 square ft. 
Call 239-677-7441 or Email dennyfog@aol.com 
Cleveland Ave. (Rt. 41) + Ft. Myers, Florida * Stamra Inc. 


Publisher & Editor 
Gary Benoit 


Senior Editor 
William F. Jasper 


Managing Editor 
Kurt Williamsen 


Copy Editor 
John T. Larabell 


Foreign Correspondent 
Alex Newman 


Contributors 
Bob Adelmann - Dave Bohon 
Steve Byas - Raven Clabough 
Selwyn Duke + Brian Farmer 
Christian Gomez - Larry Greenley 
Gregory A. Hession, J.D. 

Ed Hiserodt - William P. Hoar 
Patrick Krey, J.D. * Warren Mass 
John F. McManus - Llewellyn H. Rockwell, Jr. 
C. Mitchell Shaw - Michael Tennant 
Rebecca Terrell « Fr. James Thornton 
Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


Art Director 
Joseph W. Kelly 


Graphic Designer 
Katie Carder 


Research 
Bonnie M. Gillis 


PR/Marketing Manager 
Bill Hahn 


Advertising/Circulation Manager 
Julie DuFrane 


few American 


Printed in the U.S.A. + ISSN 0885-6540 
P.O. Box 8040 + Appleton, WI 54912 
920-749-3784 » 920-749-3785 (fax) 

www.thenewamerican.com 
editorial@thenewamerican.com 


Rates are $49 per year (Canada, add $9; 
foreign, add $27) Copyright ©2016 by 
American Opinion Publishing, Inc. Periodicals 
postage paid at Appleton, WI and additional 
mailing offices. Postmaster: Send any address 
changes to THE NEw AmeRrIcAN, P.O. Box 8040, 


Appleton, WI 54912. 
by American Opinion 


JBS.og 
Publishing Inc., a wholly 


owned subsidiary of The John Birch Society. 


THE New AMERICAN is 
published twice monthly 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Open Door Disaster 


Secretary of State John Kerry said the 
Obama administration will increase the 
number of refugees the United States is 
willing to accept to 100,000 annually in 
2017, a significant surge. 

But this is not a good thing for America. 

All but a handful of developed countries 
are impoverished, Third World hellholes, 
some of them made worse because of U.S. 
intervention and meddling. 

Once we open the floodgates to Ameri- 
ca for these folks (who will all have stories 
of suffering and persecution), where will 
it end? There are literally hundreds of mil- 
lions of people who would love to come 
here, and if all they have to do is speak 
the word “asylum” to make it happen, they 
will do it. 

All of them will claim they are refugees, 
even though most will be coming merely 
to take advantage of our resources, pros- 
perity, and generosity. 

Kerry claims that background checks 
will be done on all of them, but that is vir- 
tually impossible. 

Notice the current administration is say- 
ing that the largest increase of accepted 
refugees will happen by 2017 — right 
after it has conveniently left office. 

So the administration won’t have to 
deal with the aftermath, which would be 
very straining on America. 

We already accept more than a million 
legal immigrants every year, we have up 
to 30 million illegal immigrants, and now 
we are going to start accepting hundreds 
of thousands of refugees on top of that as 
well? In a few more years, our nation will 
be unrecognizable. 

JAMES CARLYLE GREEN 
Heber City, Utah 


TPP and Supposed 
Union Support 


According to “The Last Word” article in 
the January 25 issue of THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, organized labor was one of insiders 
behind the closed doors of the TPP nega- 
tions — wrong! 

As a union member (IBEW), I can as- 
sure you of labor’s unwavering opposition 
to these manufacturing job exporting fias- 
coes. Last May the AFL-CIO held “Na- 
tional Day of Action” rallies against the 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


TPP, and have put congressional Demo- 
crat “free traders” on notice that labor’s 
support is not unconditional. 

Think about it: One of the main objec- 
tives of these deals is to fatten the corpo- 
rate bottom line by replacing well-paid 
American manufacturing workers (espe- 
cially union workers) with low-wage for- 
eigners, so the odds of a union getting in- 
vited to “free trade” negotiations is about 
as good as The John Birch Society getting 
invited to an Agenda 21 meeting! 

DEAN WOLF 
Tigard, Oregon 


The editors respond: According to the 
U.S. Trade Representative (USTR) website, 
“The Obama Administration has included 
the leaders of four major labor unions on 
the Administration 8 highest-level advisory 
committee, the President's Advisory Com- 
mittee on Trade Policy Negotiations: Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Teamsters, United 
Auto Workers, United Food and Commer- 
cial Workers, United Steel Workers.” 

And it lists presidents of 22 other unions 

(including IBEW, AFT, UFW, SEIU, UMA) 
on its Labor Advisory Committee. It says 
further, “The labor community has helped 
shape TPP provisions including freedom 
of association and collective bargaining 
...employment discrimination, and mini- 
mum wages.” 

The AFL-CIO itself says, “In 2011, the 
AFL-CIO joined with labor federations 
from the majority of Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership (TPP) countries to draft and sub- 
mit a comprehensive labor chapter” to the 
TPP. In his 2011 appearance before the 
pro-TPP Council on Foreign Relations, 
AFL-CIO President Richard Trumka ex- 
plained his support for a TPP that also 
would have included vastly more govern- 
ment intervention and central planning. 

Rank-and-file union members oppose 
“free trade” agreements, but big union 
bosses are something else entirely. Big 
Labor’s current opposition to the TPP is 
based not on commitment to constitutional 
principles but on their failure to get all the 
socialism they wanted. @ 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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ObamaCare Reduces Competition and Rations Care 
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The Affordable Care Act (ACA) was ostensibly enacted to pro- 
tect average Americans from big insurance companies and to en- 
sure that, as President Barack Obama put it, insurers “are limited 
in the ability to extract profits and deny coverage.” But Obama- 
Care has instead stimulated consolidation in the healthcare sector 
and rationing of care, according to a February 11 report from 
the American Action Forum (AAF), a center-right think tank in 
Washington, D.C. 

Until recently, most physicians maintained independent solo or 
small-group practices; few were employed by hospitals. Lately, 


however, hospitals “have been forming physician groups, which 
have in turn been buying up physician practices at a rapid rate,” 
wrote AAF’s Robert Book, a health economist. In addition, noted 
Book, “Hospital groups across the country have also started 
forming their own health insurance companies ... with their own 
facilities and physicians as the main in-network providers.” 

The ACA encourages health plans to have narrow provider 
networks. Also, through the Medicare Shared Savings Program, 
the law establishes a system of Accountable Care Organizations 
(ACOs) for Medicare patients, the objective of which is to con- 
trol costs. ACOs are groups of healthcare providers who agree to 
care for at least 5,000 patients. 

If an ACO includes many of the major hospitals, then it be- 
comes a lot easier to guide patients to the level and type of utili- 
zation desired — which is, for purposes of the Medicare Shared 
Savings Program, always Jess utilization. And of course, it is 
much easier to enforce referral and utilization policies on physi- 
cians who are employees of a group running the ACO, rather than 
simply independent businesses who happen to join an ACO at a 
given moment in time. 

The Medicare Shared Savings Program encourages hospitals 
and physicians of different specialties to join together in order 
to encourage patients to use less healthcare. Put more bluntly, 
the purpose of ACOs is to ration care, and the best way they can 
achieve that objective is to grow larger and larger until patients 
have little choice but to submit to their dictates. 


Feds Seek “Mental Health” Testing of All Children, Adults 


A panel advising the Obama administration, in partnership with 
Big Psychiatry, wants to make doctors subject all American adults 
and children over age 12 to screening for alleged “mental health” 
disorders. Anyone found to harbor any alleged mental disorder, 
including children as young as eight, should undergo “therapy,” 
often including powerful psychotropic medications that experts 
say have dubious value but often come with well-documented 
and dangerous side effects. 

The latest recommendations for children and adolescents 12 
and older were published February 9 in the Annals of Internal 
Medicine. “The USPSTF [United States Preventive Service Task 
Force] recommends screening for major depressive disorder 
(MDD) in adolescents aged 12 to 18 years,” the HHS task force 
said in the summary of its position. “Screening should be imple- 
mented with adequate systems in place to ensure accurate diag- 
nosis, effective treatment, and appropriate follow-up.” Why the 
federal government believes it has any business coming between 
patients and doctors — or where it believes the constitutional au- 
thority for such meddling is found — was not immediately clear. 

When it comes to adults, the advisory panel wants to cast an 
even broader net. “The USPSTF recommends screening for de- 
pression in the general adult population, including pregnant and 
postpartum women,” said the outfit, which adds that its views 
should not be construed as the official position of the “Agency 


for Healthcare Research and Quality” or Obama’s HHS. “Screen- 
ing should be implemented with adequate systems in place to 
ensure accurate diagnosis, effective treatment, and appropriate 
follow-up.” 

The outfit downplays the very serious risks associated with 
antidepressants. For instance, the panel admits that antidepres- 
sants are “associated” with harms, including an increase in sui- 
cidal behavior, an increased risk of gastrointestinal bleeding, fetal 
harm, and more. But despite that, the task force “concludes with 
at least moderate certainty that there is a moderate net benefit” to 
screening all American adults. And by all, the task force means 
all: “The USPSTF recommends screening in all adults regardless 
of risk factors,” it said. 
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Record Number of Abortion Facilities Have Closed Since 2011 


Since 2011, at least 162 abortion facilities across the nation have 
either closed completely or stopped performing abortions, while 
only 21 new abortion facilities have opened. These statistics were 
compiled by Bloomberg News over the past three months and 
reported on February 24. 

Texas led the nation in the number of abortion facilities closed, 
with 30, followed by Iowa with 14, Michigan with 13, and Cali- 
fornia with 12. While the decline in facilities providing abortions 
is generally attributed to more stringent restrictions imposed by 
new state laws, the decline in California, which besides being the 
nation’s most populous state is also dominated by Democratic 
legislators who tend to be favorable to “abortion rights,” goes 
against this trend, suggesting multiple reasons for the decline. 

A report on the closings at LifeNews.com noted other factors 
responsible, including a decline in the number of doctors willing 
to perform abortions, a decline in the number of women seeking 
abortions, and increasing reliance on the “morning after” pill, all 
of which result in a loss of business and therefore make abortion 
less profitable. 

Another major factor that has reduced the demand (and there- 
fore, the financial rewards) for abortion has been greater education 
about the nature of abortion, which has caused many women who 
had previously considered abortion to have a change of heart. 


While the reduction in the number of abortion facilities in our 
nation is good news for those who are committed to the right to 
life for all unborn children, with 739 abortion clinics remaining 
in the United States, their work still has a long way to go. Short 
of a reversal of the Supreme Court’s infamous Roe v. Wade deci- 
sion, which would allow states such as Texas to restrict abortion 
unimpeded by interference from federal judges, the end of the 
abortion holocaust is still a long way off. 
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Oil Industry Facing Massive Challen 


Despite claims to the contrary during the IHS CERAWeek (Cam- 
bridge Energy Research Associates) energy conference in Hous- 
ton during the last week of February, energy producers are facing 
challenges that are threatening the existence of not only marginal, 
highly leveraged producers, but large companies as well. 
Canadian-based Suncor is just one example. Known for its Su- 
noco brand (now Petro-Canada), Canada’s largest crude-oil pro- 
ducer reported three weeks ago that it suffered a fourth-quarter 


loss of $1.45 billion and that it was slashing its capex (capital 
expenditures) for 2016 by 10 percent, forcing its expected 2016 
production to fall by the same amount. It is also selling assets in 
order to keep paying its dividends to nervous investors. But Steve 
Williams, the company’s CEO, told equally nervous participants, 
“We will be one of the last guys standing.” 

Lamar McKay, BP’s deputy chief executive, did the same: 
“Times are tough. You’d almost call them brutal right now. But 
we will adapt. We will make it.” This from the world’s sixth- 
largest oil and gas company, which lost $6.5 billion in 2015 and 
was forced to lay off more than 3,000 employees. 

Taken together, the oil industry worldwide has cut more than 
300,000 jobs since the summer of 2014, while capex of nearly 
$1.5 trillion will be cancelled between 2015 and 2019, according 
to the conference sponsor. So far nearly 50 U.S. oil producers 
have filed for bankruptcy protection this year, with many more 
sure to follow this spring as banks readjust their reserve valua- 
tions used to back up their loans. This could imperil more than 
$17 billion in debt held by banks. 

There’s another problem: where to store the surplus crude oil, es- 
timated to be piling up at the rate of 1.5 to two million barrels every 
day. Empty tankers and railroad tank cars are being leased to store 
the surplus, waiting for demand to pick up (or supplies to dwindle). 

Since there is little evidence on the horizon to support higher 
crude oil prices, oil industry executives are running out of op- 
tions and optimism, and for many it’s a matter of survival until 
that day arrives. 
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UN Persecution 
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Francis Gurry 


pose wrongdoing at the international outfit and its agencies 

is a major threat, said shocked U.S. lawmakers and former 
UN officials during a congressional hearing on February 24 inves- 
tigating the issue. But despite the seriousness of the offenses, this 
is hardly the first time the UN has been exposed engaging in severe 
retaliation against those who blow the whistle on UN crimes. The 
implications of the case are enormous: If left unaddressed, UN of- 
ficials who know of wrongdoing and criminality will be unlikely 
to report it, knowing that their lives will be destroyed and nothing 
will change anyway. But lawmakers did pledge to act. 

The whistleblower scandal surrounds the UN’s World Intel- 
lectual Property Organization, or WIPO, and its director-general, 
Francis Gurry. According to current and former employees of 
the agency, which runs the international intellectual-property re- 
gime, the UN agency boss sent sensitive U.S. technology to the 
dictatorships ruling Iran and North Korea, in defiance of U.S. 
law and international sanctions. The reason, whistleblowers said, 
was to secure the votes of those regimes in Gurry’s reelection 
contest. When WIPO officials found out, though, they realized 
something was wrong, and attempted to take action. In response, 
Gurry retaliated against them in what observers described as an 
“outrageous” and potentially criminal abuse of power. 

Among those testifying was Miranda Brown, who served as 
strategic advisor to WIPO boss Gurry. In her testimony, she de- 
scribed retaliation at the hands of the UN agency chief, as well as 
“an ongoing pattern of abuse of authority and impunity.” When 
Brown found out about the scheme to transfer American technol- 
ogy to North Korea, at first she thought it was a joke, she told the 
committee. When she realized it was not, she tried to stop it, and 
advised Gurry that it was likely a violation of U.S. law and UN 
Security Council sanctions. The UN agency chief, who also came 
under fire for threatening a journalist with prosecution for doing 
his job in recent years, seemed “non-committal.” 


Te United Nations’ persecution of whistleblowers who ex- 


of Whistleblowers Shocks U. 


S. Congress 


“Despite the fact that WIPO 
had no whistle-blower policy 
in place at the time I blew the 
whistle on the North Korea and 
Iran shipments, I felt confi- 
dent that the U.S. Government 
would use its considerable in- 
fluence to fully protect me,” 
said Brown, one of at least 
three whistleblowers at WIPO 
involved in the explosive scan- 
dals. “I felt I had a responsibil- 
ity, as a UN staff member, to 
blow the whistle and report a 
UN agency that was supplying 
high-end American IT equip- 
ment to North Korea, in viola- 
tion of U.S. domestic sanctions 
and without consulting the UN 
Security Council Sanctions 
Committees.” 

In response to blowing the whistle, the retaliation was “se- 
vere,” Brown told lawmakers. Among other actions, Gurry ac- 
cused her of “disloyalty” and of “leaking documents” to the U.S. 
government and the media. Then, in an apparent test of loyalty, 
he ordered her to help on a secret plot to establish WIPO offices 
in Beijing and Moscow without approval from agency member 
states. Gurry told other staffers to avoid Brown or face “con- 
sequences,” and finally told her that her contract would not be 
renewed. Finally, she was forced to resign under duress, she told 
the congressional committee. 

“Mr. Gurry’s leadership of WIPO is characterized by secrecy 
and also an extraordinary vindictiveness towards whistle-blow- 
ers,” Brown told U.S. lawmakers, adding that the agency chief 
appears to see the outfit he leads and its resources as his “personal 
fiefdom.” He also “consistently undermined the internal account- 
ability mechanisms,” she added, citing examples, including one 
senior official targeted by Gurry who went on to commit suicide. 
Brown said the suicide should be investigated. Gurry fired and 
destroyed virtually everyone who tried to stop his lawlessness 
and abuses, it seems. 

All of the lawmakers at the hearing sounded shocked and ap- 
palled at what they were hearing. “I’m very concerned about Mr. 
Gurry’s ability to continue retaliating against you both,” said 
Representative Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla.), commending the 
whistleblowers for their bravery. “I am shocked that Gurry re- 
mains in office.” 

Representative Chris Smith (R-N.J.), who chaired the hearing, 
also sounded incredulous, vowing to do “a great deal of follow 
up” to ensure the future of whistleblowing at the UN. The UN is 
“not a sustainable organization” if this sort of behavior contin- 
ues, he added, calling Gurry “a bureaucrat who, with impunity, 
is abusing his authority.” Whistleblowers are some of the most 
noble people in an organization, he continued. “They are the ca- 
nary in the coal mine,” he added. Ml 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Supreme Court Justice Has No Favorite to Fill the Empty Seat 

“We don’t choose our colleagues, Presidents choose them. I have 
enough trouble with the questions I have to decide.” 

Asked for his choice of someone to fill the seat formerly held by the 
late Antonin Scalia, Justice Samuel Alito said only that it would be 
a good idea to appoint a judge who has experience at a lower court. 


Talk-show Host Claims He’s 

the Architect of Trump’s Candidacy 

“For 21 years, my message has been borders, language and cul- 
ture. My last three to four books [have] bullet points or talking 
points being used by the Trump campaign, to the credit of Don- 
ald Trump and, of course, to the benefit of the United States of 
America.” Samuel 
During his 21 years on the air, radio personality Michael Sav- Alito 
age has indeed been publicizing the same issues that undergird the 
Trump campaign. 


AP Images 


Defendant in Oregon Occupation of Federal Wildlife Refuge Slams Judge 

“T understand I have no rights at all. You’re the federal government; you’ re going to do whatever you want.” 
When federal Judge Anna Brown asked the 25 who had been arrested if they understood their rights, Jason 
Patrick responded angrily. 


Good Sense From a Professor 

Whose Thinking Ought to Prevail 

“Socialism in general has a record of failure so blatant that only an 
intellectual could ignore or evade it. Much of the social history of 
the Western world, over the past three decades, has been a history 
of replacing what worked with what sounded good.” 

Unlike too many others, retired professor and syndicated columnist 
Thomas Sowell regularly makes good sense. 


Candidate Begs for a Chance to Speak During the GOP Debate 
“Can somebody attack me please?” 

Debate rules allow for a participant to respond if one of the others 
attacks him. Not part of the Rubio-Trump-Cruz shouting match dur- 
ing the Texas debate, Dr. Ben Carson tried to get some microphone 
time by asking to be attacked. 
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Surprising Criticism About Hillary Clinton’s Payments From Banks 
“The only different standard here is the one Mrs. Clinton set for her- 
self by personally earning $11 million in 2014 and the first quarter 
of 2015 for 51 speeches to banks and other groups and industries.” 
Responding to Hillary Clinton's complaint that there seems to 
be one standard for her and not similar scrutiny for others, the 
editorial board of the New York Times criticized her acceptance 
of many millions from banks and industries. 


Where Is the Authorization for 
American Forces to Police the World? 
“To contain Boko Haram, working together is a priority.” 
At a meeting held at American headquarters in Stuttgart, Ger- 
many, U.S. General David Rodriguez, who heads the Penta- 
gon ’s Africa Command, hosted Nigeria’s defense chief, General 
Abayoni Gabriel Olonisakin, who was told of a plan to use U.S. 
forces against the Islamist Boko Haram. @ /David 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McManus = RET 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


COVER 
STORY .. EDUCATION 


For nearly no provocation, college agitators now routinely call for resignations, apologies, 
and restrictions. Though abjectly foolish, such campus intolerance was just a matter of time. 
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by Dr. Duke Pesta 


ver since the 1960s, folk music and 
re protests have gone together 

hand in glove. The dulcet harmonies 
and vapid lyrics of many ’60s folk tunes 
provided the perfect mood music for the 
simplistic tantrums that engulfed Ameri- 
can universities during that turbulent dec- 
ade. Take a nostalgic listen sometime to the 
cringe-worthy lyrics of such songs as “If 
I Had a Hammer” and “Big Yellow Taxi” 
to sample the rather callow spirit of the 
age. It was tempting to hope that the era of 
such preening lyrical fluff met its end when 
John Belushi unceremoniously smashed 
into a wall the folk singer’s guitar in the 
1978 movie Animal House, a statement 
that seemed to punctuate the demise of folk 
rock the same way that Disco Demolition 
Night at Chicago’s Comiskey Park spelled 
the end of disco in 1979. And though popu- 
lar music continues to evolve, not always 
for the better, the same hackneyed campus 
discontent continues to flare up from the 
embers of the self-indulgent sit-ins and hy- 
perbolic demands of 1960s protest culture, 
as new generations of impressionable stu- 
dents arrive on campus to fuel the flames 
of social unrest. 


Cold Missouri Waters: How Show Me 

State Radicals Opened the Floodgates 
The flashpoint for this latest iteration of 
campus discord is the recent protests at 
the University of Missouri, an upheaval 
that has spilled over to campuses across 
the country. Formal protests broke out 
September 24, 2015, at a “Racism Lives 
Here” rally that sought to draw attention 
to a number of alleged racial incidents on 
campus that, according to protesters, were 
inadequately addressed by UM adminis- 
trators. The incidents, spanning a period 
of five years, include anecdotal episodes 
and things that did not even occur on cam- 
pus, such as student government president 
Payton Head’s claim that racial slurs were 
directed at him by unidentified individuals 
driving a pickup truck outside university 
property. Other notable incidents include 
two white students arrested for dropping 
cotton balls in front of the Black Cul- 
ture Center in 2010. The students were 


Dr. 
FreedomProject Academy. 


Duke Pesta is academic director at 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


AP Images 


charged with tampering in the second de- 
gree, a Class D felony upgraded because 
of a hate-crime classification. Further re- 
ports detail a drunken student using a ra- 
cial slur and racially charged graffiti in a 
dorm room, dating from 2011. A critical 
escalation of campus tensions took place 
on October 24, 2015 when police were 
summoned to a dorm where an unidenti- 
fied person allegedly smeared feces in the 
shape of a swastika on a bathroom wall. 
Angry that UM system president Tim- 
othy Wolfe did not initiate wide-scale 
campus reforms to counter these episodes 
— cited as evidence of systemic racism — 
student protest organizer and activist Jona- 
than Butler undertook a much-publicized 
hunger strike to force Wolfe’s resignation. 
Shortly thereafter, during recruiting day 
on the UM campus in front of hundreds 
of prospective students, protesters inter- 
rupted the university tour to stage a “mock 
tour” where they read a list of racist in- 
cidents at the school and scattered cotton 
balls in front of the Black Culture Center 
(this time, no one was arrested or charged 
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Just follow the crowd: “Spontaneous” 
Lives Matter activists in the wake of Ferguson. 


student protests were organized and abetted by Black 


with a hate crime). The next day, primar- 
ily black players on the football team 
vowed not to practice or play until Wolfe 
resigned, even threatening to forfeit their 
upcoming game against Brigham Young 
University. Almost immediately, Wolfe 
resigned and the school’s chancellor an- 
nounced his impending retirement. 

An interesting side note to the story is 
the background of Butler, who has ma- 
triculated at the UM campus for the last 
seven years, and who comes from a family 
of great wealth. His father, an executive 
for Union Pacific Railroad, made $8.4 
million in compensation in 2014, and the 
family’s estimated worth is $20 million, 
a portfolio that enables young Butler to 
enjoy a lifestyle well beyond that of most 
of the white UM students whose privilege 
he seeks to expose. Butler had already 
earned his bachelor’s degree in business 
administration and was working on his 
master’s degree at the time of his hunger 
strike. He is also a veteran of the Fergu- 
son protests and called the resistance and 
subsequent riots “monumental in terms of 
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how it influenced me,” and called his ac- 
tivism at UM “the post-Ferguson effect.” 
Not surprisingly, non-student activists 
from the Black Lives Matter coalition 
were prominent fixtures driving the en- 
suing protests at UM. 

Just about anyone living outside a typi- 
cal American campus might be excused 
for wondering if the level of racial “op 
pression” documented (although not 
always verified) by the protestors rose 
to the level of hunger strikes (or in this 
case a brief fast), top-level resignations, 
and nationwide handwringing of the sort 
that drives the 24/7 media cycle. Division 
one athletes on full-ride football scholar- 
ships, for example, are hardly deprived, 
and there does seem to be at least a hint 
of irony in the fact that much of the pro- 
testing took place against the backdrop 
of UM’s bustling and well-funded Black 
Culture Center. But as Saul Alinsky wrote 
and Rahm Emanuel advised, crises, even 
manufactured ones, are grist for the rev- 
olutionary mill, especially on campus, 
where progressive faculty and administra- 
tors are already prone to capitulate to al- 
most any demand articulated in the indig- 
nant vocabulary of social-justice dogma. 

This skepticism might be further justi- 
fied in considering the endgame of such 
protests, specifically the extensive list of 
demands put forth as the necessary pre- 
condition for a cessation of demonstra- 
tions. Besides the resignation of Wolfe, 
protestors demanded he “acknowledge 
his white male privilege” — a purely 
symbolic twist of the knife, as the pro- 
testors required his removal whether he 
confessed his offending whiteness or not. 
Beyond this, sweeping reforms were re- 
quired, including that UM “create and 
enforce comprehensive racial awareness 
and inclusion curriculum throughout all 
campus departments and units,” and make 
them “mandatory for all students, faculty, 
staff, and administration.” Further, the 
curriculum “must be vetted, maintained, 
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The downtrodden? Jonathan Butler, child of wealth and privilege, purports to expose white 


privilege with the help of Ferguson activists. 


and overseen by a board comprised of stu- 
dents, staff, and faculty of color.” In other 
words, turn over what is taught and how 
it is taught to a committee whose primary 
purpose is advocacy, not education. And 
what would a cultural reprogramming be 
without a loyal class of bureaucrats: “We 
demand that the University of Missouri 
increases funding, resources, and person- 
nel for the social justices [sic] centers on 
campus for the purpose of hiring addi- 
tional professionals, particularly those of 
color, boosting outreach and programming 
across campus.” 

These and similar demands on cam- 
puses across the country amount to a de 
facto recommissioning of the very pur- 
pose and mission of colleges and univer- 
sities, transforming campuses into agents 
of a very particular and highly politicized 
type of social activism. These new-made 
institutions, dedicated to social justice as 
narrowly defined by progressive special- 
interest groups, would be empowered to 
regulate, override, and altogether politi- 
cize education, even going so far as to ad- 
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judicate on the basis of things such as race, 
gender, sexuality, or even class, and fully 
justified in silencing dissent, undermining 
the right to speech, and discriminating in 
the furtherance of their new mandate. And 
yet, these transformations are much farther 
along than people outside of academia re- 
alize. In order to understand this unmaking 
of education, we must revisit the history 
of campus radicalism since World War II. 


The Times They Aren’t A-Changing: 
Replaying the Golden Oldies of 
Campus Activism 

For decades the simmering insanity of po- 
litical correctness on college campuses has 
churned and frothed, slowly boiling away 
constitutionally protected rights to free- 
dom of speech, assembly, and religious 
expression for students and dissenting 
professors alike. Over the last 15 years, 
the steady seethe of progressive social 
engineering on campus has become an 
outright pressure cooker, venting in short 
order such soft-boiled pabulum as campus 
safe spots, free speech zones, trigger warn- 
ings, white privilege studies, and micro- 
aggressions — Orwellian constructs that 
contribute to the expanding ideological 
harassment, unequal application of rules, 
and outright censorship of ideas that typify 
modern campus life. The fetishized mania 
for slippery and self-serving concepts such 
as “diversity” and “tolerance” — shibbo- 
leths defined exclusively by insulated, un- 
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accountable, and almost uniformly white 
academics — has transformed universities 
from places of critical thinking and free 
exploration into sites of ideological con- 
formity, dangerous groupthink, and the 
outright persecution of ideas that might 
resonate outside the echo chamber of 
progressive politics. So extreme has this 
witches’ brew of sanctimony and quasi- 
Marxist dogma become that the cauldron 
has begun to boil over, and more and more 
liberal and progressive faculty and admin- 
istrators — not just conservative bogeys 
— find themselves scalded. 

Considering the history of the American 
campus since World War II, it was inevi- 
table that the long march of progressiv- 
ism through the halls of academe would 
finally result in the politically monolithic 
and repressive institutions we see today. 
Less predictable, though, was the path this 
transformation would take. As soon as the 
first returning troops stormed campuses 
under the GI Bill, academics undertook 
the job of reprogramming them, contextu- 
alizing their service and sacrifice in ways 
very different from those impressed upon 
them in their local papers, community 
centers, and pulpits — to say nothing of 
their recruiting stations, boot camps, and 
the trenches in which they battled. These 
veterans opened the universities to bat- 
talions of young men (and some women) 
who in pre-war America would have been 
discouraged from attending college — or 
frozen out altogether — on the basis of 
culture, class, or finances. They were met 
in the classroom by a rising generation of 
young professors, including many who 
did not or could not serve. This emerg- 
ing professoriate, safely ensconced on 
campus during the war, was often sympa- 
thetic to collectivism, to socialism, and to 
revolution — and comfortable even with 
violence on those terms — while simulta- 
neously skeptical of bourgeois American 
values such as faith and patriotism. The 
resulting intersection was potentially in- 
cendiary, bringing together in the class- 
room increasingly leftist faculty and often 
disillusioned and traumatized vets, eager 
for recognition and a future worthy of 
their sacrifice: a perfect meeting of ideo- 
logical master and vulnerable medium. 

This aspect of the radicalization of cam- 
pus is generally forgotten in the retrospec- 
tively projected and historically inaccurate 
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Norman Rockwell idyll that would become 
the 1950s for most Americans living today. 
Without that critical backstory, the campus 
revolutions of the 1960s — and by exten- 
sion the current crop of juvenile and intol- 
erant protests on the quad — seem more 
spontaneous and unified than in reality they 
were. The story of 60s radicalism in uni- 
versities needs no rehearsal here, other than 
to underscore how swiftly the campuses 
were transformed from sites that valued 
and preserved the ideas that gave rise to 
the tremendous prosperity and relative free- 
doms of Western culture, to places where 
idealistic young radicals were trained to de- 
construct, protest, and reject without under- 
standing the complicated yet undoubtedly 
freedom-generating history of the West. 
There are reasons, after all, why things 
such as human rights, civil rights, the abo- 
lition of slavery, suffrage, free speech and 
press, and a host of other societal goods 
emerged and became codified as law 
in Western nations well before the rest 
of the world. Indeed, there exist many 
places outside of Western culture where 
such foundational ideas remain but a dis- 
tant and seemingly unattainable dream. 
Before the radicalization of the campus 
in the ’60s, even most progressives un- 
derstood that these necessary ideas arose 
primarily out of the Western tradition, and 
were fueled more often than not by Judeo- 
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Christian values working in and through 
culture. Our university students are no 
longer taught this broader view of Western 
culture, one that teaches frankly our fail- 
ures and injustices, but does so while also 
detailing the triumphs and advancements 
of liberty. Far too many students are taught 
to view issues such as slavery and colo- 
nialism as exclusively American or West- 
ern phenomena, and they can no longer 
articulate anything meaningful about the 
Sermon on the Mount, the Magna Carta, 
or even the U.S. Constitution. 

The Marxist revisionism of history in 
our colleges and universities — and the 
Howard Zinnification of history books in 
our primary and secondary schools — has 
entirely recast the past so as to blame the 
West exclusively for the world’s evils. To 
point out that many of these evils are de- 
monstrably more pronounced, savage, and 
unredressed in non-Western cultures is to 
violate the first commandment of multi- 
culturalism: Thou Shalt Only Disparage 
Thine Own Culture. Progressive campus 
doublespeak now requires that we isolate 
and magnify the sins of Western culture 
while simultaneously indemnifying all 
non-Western cultures of their entrenched 
and often ongoing evils: or worse yet, 
project the origins of those evils back 
onto Western culture itself. Warmed-over 
socialist fan boys such as Bernie Sanders 
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More sheep than wolf: UM System President Tim Wolfe resigns amid manufactured campus 


outrage. 
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So extreme has this witches’ brew of sanctimony 
and quasi-Marxist dogma become that the cauldron 
has begun to boil over, and more and more liberal 
and progressive faculty and administrators — not just 
conservative bogeys — find themselves scalded. 


or Bill de Blasio might honeymoon in the 
Soviet Union or Cuba, respectively, but 
they would never emigrate there, and the 
typical tenured academic feminist who 
spends her vitriol railing against Christian 
patriarchy and sexism in the universities 
has little to say about the treatment of 
women in various Middle Eastern or Asian 
cultures, much less carry the crusade to 
those places directly. 


Blowin’ in the Wind: 
Hot Air, Not Hard Truths 
Since this variant of the Cultural Revolu- 
tion blossomed on American campuses in 
the 1960s, the movement has continued 
apace. First came a period of consolidation 
through the 1980s, where curriculum and 
pedagogy were transformed. The hiring 
process in academia — almost exclusive- 
ly the insular province of faculty within 
the various disciplines — began both to 
purge existing faculty who challenged 
the new progressive orthodoxy and, more 
ominously, to subject new hires to increas- 
ingly narrow ideological scrutiny, effec- 
tively freezing out diverse or dissenting 
voices from faculty positions. Numerous 
studies have been done demonstrating that 
intellectual and political diversity across 
academic departments is sorely lacking, 
and especially absent in the humanities. 
Ironically — and hypocritically — the 
greater the push for diversity of gender, 
race, and sexual preference in the hiring 
process, the more consciously homoge- 
nous and monolithic the academy became 
in its ideas and attitudes. Looking different 
and feeling different trumped thinking dif- 
ferently, as the university’s primary stock 
in trade — the free exchange of ideas — 
was jettisoned in favor of the very sorts of 
things it claimed most to oppose: superfi- 
cial considerations of skin color, gender, 
or sex. Or as life-long academic and pre- 
eminent economist (and African American 
to boot) Thomas Sowell puts it: “The next 
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time some academics tell you how impor- 
tant diversity is, ask how many Repub- 
licans there are in their sociology depart- 
ment.” And speaking of economists, recent 
data released by the Open Syllabus Project 
— after surveying more than one million 
syllabi — shows that The Communist Man- 
ifesto remains one of the most widely as- 
signed books on college campuses, both in 
economics departments and across all other 
disciplines, and by a large margin. 

During this period of consolidation, 
“Hey Hey, Ho Ho, Western Culture Has to 
Go” became something more than a hemp- 
addled hippie slogan, as the very idea of 
a discrete “American culture” or cohesive 
understanding of “Western values” was un- 
dermined in favor of postmodern notions of 
fragmentation, alienation, and decay. And 
yet the same academics who insist that 
America is a land and a people without any 
specific, traceable, or coalescing culture or 
language, nevertheless croak loudly about 
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the irreducibly authentic and unique cultur- 
al values of non-Western peoples and na- 
tions, and even minority cultures within the 
United States. American Christianity, for 
example, is Waspish, intolerant, irrational, 
patriarchal, and embarrassingly provincial, 
but black Christianity is “authentic,” or 
“spiritual,” or a cultural representation of 
faith, or endurance, or empowerment. And 
on and on it goes. 

In the classroom, less and less empha- 
sis was placed on the classics, the canon, 
and the tradition, and more and more time 
devoted to marginal, tendentious, and po- 
liticized texts that critiqued and rejected 
the basic premises of Western philosophy, 
art, literature, and politics. Along with the 
rise of multiculturalism — which disin- 
genuously claimed that American stu- 
dents were already thoroughly acquainted 
with the great books of Western culture, 
and therefore in need of a steady diet of 
non-Western books — the ’70s and ’80s 
witnessed in rapid fashion the rise of iden- 
tity studies programs, degrees in social 
justice activism, and the advent of theo- 
retical methodologies such as feminism, 
post-colonialism, and deconstruction, all 
subsets of Marxist and materialist under- 
standings of culture. These critical lenses 
have so swept academic discourse and 
dominated academic publishing as to all 
but guarantee that when the great books of 
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Berkeley: Except for the black-and-white footage, today’s campus protests are indistinguishable 


from those of the 1960s. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ MARCH 21, 2016 


the Western tradition are taught, they are 
pulled inside out and subordinated to the 
political imperatives of the critic and the 
theory. Those few feeble efforts to push 
back against this hijacking of the class- 
room — including the creation of Great 
Books programs at schools such as the 
University of Chicago, or mandatory sum- 
mer reading lists for incoming freshmen 
— have backfired entirely, as the lists and 
requirements remain, even as the classics 
have been purged to make room for even 
more progressive and tendentious tomes 
that make up the ubiquitous freshman 
studies courses and seminars required of 
all incoming students. 


Puff the Liberal Dragon: 

Social Justice Warriors 

Against Freedom 

Moving from the period of assimilation 
(1950s-1960s) through the period of con- 
solidation (1970s-1980s), we come now 
to the dawning of the Age of Intolerance 
(1990s-?). Unlike the Age of Aquarius, 
where “let the sunshine in” was the ju- 
bilant refrain, the disinfecting properties 
of sunlight are increasingly absent from 
the modern campus, where largely unac- 
countable administrators, hordes of diver- 
sity officers, politicized student organiza- 
tions, grievance studies faculty, and even 
dormitory directors impose edicts, erect 
free speech zones, disinvite conservative 
commencement speakers, ban Bible stud- 
ies from dorm rooms, throw pies at those 
with different opinions, uproot crosses 
commemorating victims of abortion, shout 
down journalists and threaten them with 
“muscle” for daring to report, cancel open 
colloquia because the ideas expressed 
make them “uncomfortable,” and general- 
ly pander to every left-wing excess, while 
implicitly and explicitly monitoring, pres- 
suring, silencing, and outright discriminat- 
ing against students — and the rare faculty 
member — who stray outside the progres- 
sive codes and assumptions that govern 
campus life and thought. 

In the ’60s, the music group called 
The Fifth Dimension could indeed sing 
of “mystic crystal revelations, and the 
mind’s true liberations,” but in the 20- 
teens it would take a fifth dimension in- 
deed, or perhaps an alternate universe, for 
genuine liberation of the mind amid all 
that smug conformity and self-congratu- 
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Diversity for me, not for thee: Diversity of ideas is predictably absent from lists of aggrieved 
students’ demands at universities. If you’re not a minority “victim,” shut your mouth. 


latory censoriousness. And that’s what is 
so mystifying about the modern campus, 
and yet so predictable too. Living in an 
echo chamber for so long, the collective 
that is the academic Left has become the 
thing it most claims to hate: judgmental, 
intolerant, angry and unwilling to debate, 
slanderous, humorless, racist in opposing 
racism, sexist in opposing sexism, quick 
to ban, to exclude, to silence, zealous as 
a Puritan, indignant as an inquisitor. In 
short, it’s an honest-to-goodness religion, 
but not the type that actually exists in the 
real world much anymore (at least in the 
West), but the type that is caricatured and 
incinerated as a straw man in university 
classrooms across the country. 

And such observations bring us back 
to the University of Missouri, where the 
intolerance of the newest generation of 
campus radicals has grown too irrational 
to be contained even by the progressive 
faculty in whose cozy academic labora- 
tories this particular Frankenstein was 
created. The ongoing ideological purge 
of even moderately conservative voices 
— at least in numbers sufficiently strong 
and administrative positions marginally 
powerful — has created a sacrificial void 
on campus. The monster is now coming 
for its maker, and the shortage of right- 
leaning scapegoats means more and more 
reliably liberal faculty and administrators 
fall victim to the beast. At venerable old 
Princeton, for instance, the movement 
seeks to remove the name of progressive 
icon and Princeton alum Woodrow Wilson 
from campus buildings bearing his name, 


a consequence of his eugenicist views. 
(The more stridently eugenicist views of 
Margaret Sanger, however, have yet to call 
into question the reverence for Planned 
Parenthood on college campuses.) Wilson, 
one of only two U.S. presidents to gradu- 
ate from Princeton, may in short order find 
himself on the ash heap of history along- 
side statues of Robert E. Lee and the Con- 
federate flag, and this despite being the 
most progressive president in American 
history to that point in time. 

And then there is the saga of staunchly 
liberal and vocally feminist professor Laura 
Kipnis, who teaches Radio, TV, and Film 
at Northwestern. In early 2015, she wrote 
a piece for the Chronicle of Higher Edu- 
cation satirizing the “sexual paranoia” and 
hyperbolic talk of “rape culture” on Ameri- 
can campuses. In response, two students 
filed Title IX complaints against her, argu- 
ing that her essay was retaliation against 
them for expressing such extremist views 
in their papers for her class. Because of 
draconian changes to Title IX under the 
Obama administration, the university had 
much broader latitude to open proceedings 
against Kipnis, who was eventually exon- 
erated after undergoing a needless and in- 
trusive process that sent a clear message to 
those who value satire and dissent. Indeed, 
among other anti-American provisions, the 
new Title IX guidelines also undermine the 
ability of those accused of rape or sexual 
assault on campus to exercise basic due 
process rights and defend themselves from 
the charges. 

At Smith College in Massachusetts, 
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President Kathleen McCartney 
had the temerity to write “all 
lives matter’ in an e-mail to stu- 
dents that was designed, ironi- 
cally, to show support for the 
protesters in Missouri: “We are 
united in our insistence that all 
lives matter.” The backlash was 
swift and unrelenting, despite 
her impeccably progressive cre- 
dentials and her presidency at the 
school that graduated both Glo- 
ria Steinem and Betty Friedan. 
McCartney retreated quickly 
and abjectly: “I regret that I was 
unaware that the phrase/hashtag 
‘all lives matter’ has been used 
by some to draw attention away 
from the focus on institutional 
violence against Black people.” 
Black Lives Matter co-founder 
and self-appointed language cop 
Marissa Jenae Johnson recently 
declared that the phrase “all lives 
matter” is now unequivocally a 
racial slur. And in their long, 
shrill, and altogether fascist list 
of demands to President Caro- 
lyn Martin of Amherst College, 
students demanded that Martin 
“issue a statement to the Amherst College 
community at large that states we do not 
tolerate the actions of student(s) who post- 
ed the ‘All Lives Matter’ and ‘Free Speech’ 
posters.” This triply offensive assault on 
basic freedoms in the name of “tolerance” 
takes the cake, seeking to ban both speech 
and posted material, and then compel a uni- 
versity president to serve as a ventriloquist 
dummy who simply speaks into “law” the 
protesters’ bigoted undermining of consti- 
tutionally guaranteed rights. 

We might continue with the story of a 
long-serving progressive professor at Har- 
vard who faced intense hostility and calls 
for termination for simply suggesting that 
Halloween was a holiday for costumes, 
and that perhaps the preemptive letter 
sent to all students warning them about 
culturally insensitive costumes went too 
far down the path of censorship. Or we 
might discuss the situation of committed 
progressive William Covino, president of 
California State University, Los Angeles, 
who intervened to disinvite conservative 
speaker Ben Shapiro from speaking on 
campus until arrangements could be made 
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Feminist professor caught up: In the sausage grinder of radical 
campus politics, Laura Kipnis’ liberal bona fides didn’t guarantee her 
protection from student zealots. 


to pair him with a liberal speaker for the 
sake of diversity of perspective. Not sur- 
prisingly, dozens of previous speakers — 
all progressives — were allowed to speak 
without protest or any such concern for 
diversity of thought. Despite Covino’s 
best efforts to preempt the left-wing griev- 
ance machine by behaving as an intolerant 
bully, it was apparent in the backlash that 
he really could not legally keep the defiant 
Shapiro away from campus. Shapiro spoke 
despite protesting students who blocked 
the entrance, bullied attendees, pulled the 
fire alarm during the program, and barri- 
caded the doors so people could not exit 
when it was over. Shapiro had to be escort- 
ed off campus by police because of threats 
from the student protesters. And yet irre- 
spective of 
Covino’s 
valiant ef- 
forts on be- 
half of cen- 
sorship and 
left-wing 
hypocrisy, 
the irate 


students are still calling for his 
resignation for “allowing” Sha- 
piro to speak at all. 

However much schaden- 
freude conservatives might 
enjoy at the prospect of all this 
progressive cannibalism on col- 
lege campuses, the chilling fact 
remains that university culture is 
already so dangerously mono- 
lithic, doctrinaire, and ideologi- 
cally intolerant that the students 
most in need of safe spaces are 
the ones who dare dissent or 
hold a different understanding 
from the progressive orthodoxy: 
in other words, the very students 
least likely to call for such ju- 
venile coddling. And yet, this 
same domineering orthodoxy of 
campus radicals paradoxically 
portrays itself as both vulner- 
able and oppressed, even as it 
bullies, threatens, and censors 
anyone who dares challenge it. 

The students who scream, 
paint their faces with fake 
blood, and physically shut 
down opposing ideas are the 
same ones who retreat to their 
dorms and whine about how they are mis- 
understood and persecuted, demanding 
protection from opinions that make them 
uncomfortable and guarantees that their 
fragile psyches will never encounter ideas 
they don’t like. But history has shown time 
and again that such incompatible egoism 
and insecurity is a hallmark of all proto- 
fascist movements. And in the end, all of 
this prompts the question: If American 
universities are indeed hopeless cesspools 
of racism, sexism, and homophobia, in- 
tolerant sites of white privilege that foster 
rape culture, then what does that say about 
the progressive monopoly of campus after 
all these decades? And can we any longer 
entrust higher education to people who 
both foster and enable such oppression? 
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LATE ANTONIN SCALIA 


AND THE “LIVING DOCUMENT" LIE 


Antonin Scalia’s life and death highlighted the absurdity 
that in the American Republic one person can make the 
difference in changing all the nation’s laws. 


by Selwyn Duke 


“There is no better way of exercising the 

imagination than the study of law. No poet 

ever interpreted nature as freely as a law- 
yer interprets the truth.” 

— Jean Giraudoux, 

French dramatist and diplomat 


can make fiction come alive. When 

another kind of storyteller makes a 
legal document appear as fiction, it’s 
something else entirely. One man who 
certainly agreed was the late, great Jus- 
tice Antonin Scalia, whose death Febru- 
ary 13 shook the political world. Con- 
sidered by many the foremost jurist on 
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the Supreme Court, Scalia was known 
for his keen intellect and biting, color- 
ful dissenting opinions, which he once 
said were designed to be read by law stu- 
dents. Sometimes rendered with satirical 
sublimity, Scalia’s critiques were so en- 
gaging that even Lauren Leatherby, of 
liberal National Public Radio, acknowl- 
edged last year that his “sharp-tongued 
zingers and the clever stylings of the 
other justices make for a — dare I say 
it — even enjoyable read of the legalese 
of the Supreme Court.” For sure. Given 
to using descriptive terms, phrases, and 
declarations such as “pure applesauce,” 
“jiggery-pokery,” “tutti-frutti,” “argle- 
bargle,” “Sphinx ... of judicial arro- 
gance,” and “Ask the nearest hippie,” 
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his derision was so captivating he made 
being insulted an enjoyable experience. 
What He 1 For 

Yet if the rare liberal could appreciate Sca- 
lia’s style, his substance was a different 
matter. Richard A. Posner, a U.S. Court of 
Appeals judge and University of Chicago 
Law School lecturer, wrote last December 
that Scalia’s Obergefell v. Hodges (2015 
faux-marriage ruling) dissent reflected an 
“extreme position concerning the role of 
the Supreme Court” and that “his politi- 
cal ideal verges on majoritarian theocra- 
cy.” Posner well reflected Scalia’s critics, 
who generally range from the delusional 
to the deceitful to the delusional and de- 
ceitful. Whatever Scalia’s “political ideal” 
might have been, he was clear that it had, 
and should have, nothing to do with his 
judicial decisions. As he also wrote on 
Obergefell, “It is not of special impor- 
tance to me what the law says about mar- 
riage. It is of overwhelming importance, 
however, who it is that rules me. Today’s 
decree says that my Ruler, and the Ruler 
of 320 million Americans coast-to-coast, 
is a majority of the nine lawyers on the 
Supreme Court.” 

Of course, having been a devout Catho- 
lic, Scalia no doubt had very firm ideas 
about marriage, and one can imagine how 
he’d have voted on the matter had he been 
a legislator. But he wasn’t a legislator, and 
his point was that his role as a justice in- 
volved very different duties. His was not 
to vote based on what I’ve termed “Good 
Ideaism.” This, mind you, was on shock- 
ing display in Justice Anthony Kennedy’s 
majority Obergefell opinion when he 
wrote that the state “marriage laws at issue 
here ... harm and humiliate the children 
of same-sex couples” and that there was 
an “urgency” to governmentally approve 
faux marriage because for the children of 
same-sex couples, “the childhood years 
will pass all too soon.” 

Many would say that just being chil- 
dren of same-sex couples is harmful 
and often humiliating, but this isn’t the 
point any more than is Kennedy’s no- 
tion of what constitutes a good idea. As 
Scalia put it in a 2013 interview with 
New York magazine’s Jennifer Senior, 
“A lot of stuff that’s stupid is not uncon- 
stitutional. I gave a talk once where I 
said they ought to pass out to all federal 
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Given to using descriptive terms, phrases, and 


declarations such as “pure applesauce,” “jiggery- 
pokery,” “tutti-frutti,” “argle-bargle,” “Sphinx ... of judicial 
arrogance,” and “Ask the nearest hippie,” his derision 
was SO Captivating he made being insulted an 


enjoyable experience. 


judges a stamp, and the stamp says — 
Whack! [Pounds his fist] — STUPID BUT 
CONSTITUTIONAL. Whack! [Pounds 
again. |STUPID BUT CONSTITU- 
TIONAL! Whack! STUPID BUT 
CONSTITUTIONAL.” The problem 
is that many people behave today as if 
they’re too stupid to know what’s con- 
stitutional. Unlike Chief Justice John 
Roberts, however, who once said that his 
job is merely to “call balls and strikes,” 
Scalia actually walked that walk. He was 
what now is termed an “originalist,” a ju- 
rist who interprets the Constitution as the 
framers intended, as opposed to fancying 
it a “living,” “evolving” document. 

This gets at the stark reality: To have a 
problem with Scalia — someone merely 
faithful to the Constitution — is to have 
a problem with the Constitution itself. 
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As author Randy Barnett explains in his 
book Restoring the Lost Constitution, 
“Many scholars oppose originalism. Not 
because it cannot be done, but because the 
original meaning of the text can be ascer- 
tained and they find this meaning to be in- 
adequate and objectionable.” This distaste 
for our founding document and desire to 
circumvent it at all costs has led to the 
most striking intellectual contortions. It 
has, in fact, led to one of the greatest con 
jobs of our time. 


If It Lives, the Nation Dies 

The resounding success of this con is 
evident in the controversy currently sur- 
rounding the appointment of Justice Sca- 
lia’s successor. A battle has brewed over 
who will make the appointment because, 
as the Huffington Post put it February 19, 
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What was expected: Nominated by President Ronald Reagan, Antonin Scalia was one of the few 
GOP Supreme Court prospects who didn’t disappoint: He was a staunch “originalist” — meaning, 
a judge who does his job. 
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at issue are “high-stakes cases that could 
reshape the nation.” (Emphasis added.) 
Think about that: not just “reshape the 
court” — but the nation. Does such great 
concern over which one unelected person 
will join one body of nine unelected per- 
sons sound like a problem of what is truly 
a representative government of, by, and 
for the people? Are we really a “nation of 
laws, not men” when one man’s rise can 
completely upend our laws? That sounds 
more like the impact of not a new judge, 
but a new king. 

Not surprisingly, the battle to pick this 
nation-shaper has become as rancorous 
as it is risible in its twisting of reality. 
In a February 14 Face the Nation inter- 
view, Democratic presidential contender 
Bernie Sanders said of a supposed GOP 
intention to not consider an election-year 
Barack Obama Supreme Court nominee, 
“The idea that Republicans want to deny 
the president of the United States his 
basic constitutional right is beyond my 
comprehension.” Of course, government 
entities don’t have “constitutional rights” 
but constitutionally delegated powers 
(were appointing a Supreme Court nomi- 
nee a constitutional right, all Americans 
could do it). Sanders’ opponent Hillary 
Clinton also inveighed against so-called 
GOP obstructionism, saying, reported the 
Huffington Post February 13, “Barack 
Obama is president of the United States 
until Jan. 20, 2017, and that is a fact, my 
friends, whether the Republicans like it 
or not. Elections have consequences.” 
For sure. Of course, the same can be said 
of the senators charged with evaluating 
any Supreme Court pick: “They are rep- 
resentatives in the United States until 
January, and that is a fact, my friends, 
whether the Democrats like it or not. 
Elections have consequences.” Implicit 
in Clinton’s statement is that we’re to 
have an imperial presidency; after all, if 
Congress only exists to be a rubber stamp 
for the executive, what’s the point in 
even having a legislative branch? Real- 
ity: There is supposed to be “obstruction- 
ism,” which is just a pejorative way of 
saying “a balance of power.” Why does 
one think the Founders gave us three co- 
equal branches? It’s for the same reason 
ancient Sparta once had two kings. 

As to this, Obama has the power to 
nominate a Supreme Court prospect — 
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and Congress has the power to confirm or 
reject the individual. In fact, little known is 
that Congress has no constitutional duty to 
fill Scalia’s seat at all, for the Constitution 
does not dictate how many Supreme Court 
justices there must be. Congress has the 
power to determine that number. It set it at 
six via the Judiciary Act of 1789, and prior 
to 1869 there was “a period of six years in 
which the number of authorized seats on 
the Supreme Court shifted from nine to 
ten to seven,” informs the Federal Judicial 
Center. Yet myths and misunderstandings 
about rights, powers, numbers, and du- 
ties pale in comparison to the aforemen- 
tioned con. It has two basic elements: first, 
convincing all and sundry that the courts 
should have “judicial review” power, 
yielding a judicial supremacy in which 
court rulings constrain not just the judicial 
branch but the legislative and executive 
branches as well (which will be discussed 
in this essay’s companion article on page 
24), and second, that when issuing these 
all-encompassing rulings, courts can view 
what should constrain them, the Constitu- 
tion, as a “living document,” thus giving 
themselves an almost unlimited opportu- 
nity to “reshape the nation.” This notion 
is often advanced under the intellectual- 
sounding theory called “pragmatism.” 
Not surprisingly, these ideas are a 
phenomenon of modern times. “Evolu- 
tion” was first proposed in the early 19th 
century and gained great currency with 
Charles Darwin’s 1859 book On the Ori- 
gin of Species; philosophical pragmatism 
began as a movement around 1870. And 
within 50 years both had infected the legal 
realm. “Progressive” President Woodrow 
Wilson wrote in his 1908 book Constitu- 
tional Government in the United States, 
“Living political constitutions must be 
Darwinian in structure and in practice”; 
he later said when running for president in 
1912, “All that progressives ask or desire 
is permission — in an era when ‘develop- 
ment,’ ‘evolution,’ is the scientific word 
— to interpret the Constitution according 
to the Darwinian principle; all they ask is 
recognition of the fact that a nation is a 
living thing and not a machine.” Later, in 
1927, Toronto-born Professor Howard Lee 
McBain wrote a book whose title begins 
“The Living Constitution,” the term he 
is widely credited with coining. In it he 
declared, “The Constitution of the United 
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No rules are good rules: It’s a given that Barack Obama will only nominate Supreme Court 
prospects who view the Constitution as a “living, breathing, evolving” document. Generally 
known as “pragmatists,” they’re actually something else: bad judges. 


States was not handed down on Mount 
Sinai by the Lord God of Hosts. It is not 
revealed law. It is no final cause. It is 
human means.” Then there was Supreme 
Court justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, a 
father of pragmatism. He said in the 1920 
Missouri v. Holland case that the Constitu- 
tion’s words “have called into life a being 
the development of which could not have 
been foreseen completely by the most 
gifted of its [the document’s] begetters.... 
The case before us must be considered in 
the light of our whole experience and not 
merely in that of what was said a hundred 
years ago.” 

Ah, it’s all so impressive, as we’re be- 
dazzled and befuddled and truth is mud- 
dled with intellectual-sounding terms and, 
as famed satirist Jonathan Swift put it with 
respect to lawyers, with “the art of prov- 
ing, by words multiplied for the purpose, 
that white is black, and black is white.” 
But “pragmatism” and living-document 
legerdemain are best understood — and 
their true nature exposed — via a simple 
analogy. 

Expanding on Justice Roberts’ balls- 
and-strikes remark, imagine baseball as 
the republic. The rulebook is the constitu- 
tion, the rule-makers the legislature, the 
players the people, and the umpires the 
judges. Obviously, the judges must abide 
by the rulebook whether they like a given 
tule or not. Of course, being human they 


can err and mistake a ball for a strike or 
fair for foul. But what if they concluded 
that certain rules were insufficient? Of 
course, they should then try to rally the 
players (people) to their cause and ap- 
peal to the lawmakers for a change. All 
right, but what if they reckoned this too 
much trouble — especially when you 
want continual change — or the people 
and legislature rejected their ideas? What 
if they then figured that since the people 
and legislators were too lethargic to actu- 
ate their wisdom or too stupid to yield to 
it, they’d simply “interpret” the rulebook 
differently? Now maybe it’s four strikes 
before a batter is out; then not nine but 
11 players on the field for “underrepre- 
sented” groups; and later, perhaps, a pro- 
hibition against curveballs, since confus- 
ing spin should be the sole province of 
fast-talking con men. What would you 
consider such officials? Misfeasant ma- 
nipulators? Cheaters? 

What if, though, these corruptors said 
they weren’t corruptors but, firing up the 
fancy-tongue and prolific pen, wove a 
tale about how the rulebook was really a 
“living document” and talked you dizzy 
with “words multiplied for the purpose” 
about how sophisticates understand “evo- 
lution”? What if, avoiding the “cheater” 
label, these umps-cum-oligarchs said 
“No, no — we’re pragmatists”? Ah, the 
credibility lent by euphemisms! (I sus- 
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Unlike Chief Justice John Roberts, however, who once 
said that his job is merely to “call balls and strikes,” 
Scalia actually walked that walk. He was what now 

is termed an “originalist,” a jurist who interprets the 
Constitution as the framers intended. 


pect the Devil is quite pragmatic.) To not 
only corrupt the system and fail to own 
up to it, but then throw salt in the wound 
by claiming virtue for your vice, should 
inflame the just breast. Yet there is some- 
thing even worse. 

When all and sundry accept the con at 
face value, mistaking folderol and fakery 
for fine legal philosophy. 
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Of course, if any baseball umpire really 
tried to pull off the above, he’d be fired 
and disgraced. But when the matter is 
something less important to a bread-and- 
circuses culture — not America’s favorite 
pastime but her future — we give the con 
man robust salaries, perks, and speaking 
fees; await his pontifications with bated 
breath; and call him “Your honor.” 


ee 


And now the Constitution is so seldom 
honored that it would shock the men who 
crafted it. James Madison, a definitive au- 
thority as principal author and acknowl- 
edged “Father” of the Constitution, wrote 
on constitutional interpretation in 1824, “I 
entirely concur in the propriety of resorting 
to the sense in which the Constitution was 
accepted and ratified by the nation. In that 
sense alone it is the legitimate Constitution.” 

In other words, “pragmatism” is not 
legitimate. 

Thomas Jefferson agreed, writing 
shortly after being inaugurated president 
in 1801, “The Constitution on which our 
union rests, shall be administered by me 
according to the safe and honest meaning 
contemplated by the plain understanding 
of the people of the United States, at the 
time of its adoption — a meaning to be 
found in the explanations of those who 
advocated [it].” Later, in 1819, he would 
warn against letting our founding docu- 
ment become “a mere thing of wax in 
the hands of the judiciary, which they 
may twist, and shape into any form they 
please.” Even in the late 1800s, President 
Grover Cleveland would veto hundreds of 
spending bills, often merely saying, “I can 
find no warrant for such an appropriation 
in the Constitution.” The reality is that the 
explanations of proper constitutional in- 
terpretation “are preserved in the publica- 
tions of the time [of ratification],” as Jef- 
ferson also wrote in 1801, and for a long 
time were “too recent in the memories of 
most men to admit of question.” 


On Tearing, Twisting, and Reshaping 

But memories fade and we ultimately 
“evolved,” so much so that the above 
doesn’t just seem antiquated but is con- 
sidered radical, especially among the 
Constitution’s supposed guardians — the 
judicial class. Consider, for instance, one 
eyebrow-raising exchange in the afore- 
mentioned 2013 New York magazine in- 
terview. Asking Justice Scalia whether 
he was winning the battle for constitu- 
tional interpretation, interviewer Jennifer 
Senior remarked that “originalism” was 
“no longer marginal”; to this Scalia re- 


Principal author and “Father” of the 
Constitution, James Madison clearly stated that 
the document must be interpreted based on its 
framers’ original intent. “In that sense alone it is 
the legitimate Constitution,” he wrote. 
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sponded, “I do think originalism is more 
respectable than it was” — meaning, than 
it was in the late 20th century. Striking. 
For from our nation’s founding up until 
roughly 1900, it was status quo; so much 
so, that no one even would have thought 
of conjuring up a word such as “original- 
ism” (birthed in the 1980s) to describe it. 
“Originalist jurist” would perhaps have 
been considered a redundancy no more 
necessary than “wet water.” 

And given that the side defining the vo- 
cabulary of a debate wins the debate, we 
should dispense with the terms in question 
as well. Calling a Constitution-trampling 
judge a “pragmatist” — or any kind of 
ist — lends him legitimacy and makes no 
more sense than speaking of pragmatic 
baseball umpires and originalist baseball 
umpires. We should be very clear and un- 
bending on the simple point that there are 
only two kinds of judges: Good judges 
and bad judges. A good one does his job 
and rules based on the Constitution. 

A bad judge imposes his own biases and 
lathers them in the lipstick of the pig of 
pragmatism. 

The sad irony here is that listening to 
bad judges and their enablers, one would 
think that without the black-robed law- 
yer class and their “evolution” solution, 
we would, to again quote Oliver Wendell 
Holmes, be limited by “what was said ... 
[two] hundred years ago.” But the real- 
ity is that the Constitution has “evolved” 
many times — it’s called the ratification of 
amendments. So the bad-justice-enablers 
have created a false either-or scenario 
between a Constitution subject to justice- 
catalyzed “evolution” and one defined 
by insect-stuck-in-amber status. And it’s 
outrageous if you’re not for the former. Is 
the Constitution to be “stuck in time’?! 
Things change! Now, since “evolution” is 
the analogical framework used here, let’s 
apply the analogy properly. 

As the theory goes, evolution involves 
actual change in an organism. This is not 
what’s at issue with so-called justice-cata- 
lyzed “evolution.” At issue is a change in 
perception of the organism. Something ap- 
proximating evolution only occurs via the 
amendment process, for that is when the 
organism (Constitution) changes. What 
usurpative judges do is say that the Con- 
stitution doesn’t mean what judges said it 
meant before, which was different from 
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Personal views shouldn’t play a part: Chief Justice John Roberts once said that a judge’s job 
was simply to “call balls and strikes”; Scalia lived that correct principle more than most any other 


justice in modern times. 


what judges said it meant before that; in 
fact, with the Supreme Court reversing 
itself more than 200 times during its his- 
tory, it’s clear that the court has “evolved” 
— and sometimes devolved — with alter- 
ing eyes that alter all. They first claim the 
Constitution is an elephant; then a woolly 
mammoth; then a pig; a chicken; and final- 
ly, when the judicial Alice in Wonderland 
imagination reaches its climax, perhaps a 
Jabberwock. 

In reality, a more fitting analogy for 
the Constitution than evolution is Intel- 
ligent Design. The document was crafted 
by intelligent beings, the Founders, and 
much as with divinely ordained evolu- 
tionary change, was altered by other in- 
telligent beings. Furthermore, it has been 
allowed to long stand as is by yet other 
intelligent beings, generations of Ameri- 
can citizens. In a way, this puts the lie to 
Holmes and others’ “written 200 years 
ago” rationalization, implicit in which is 
the notion that the Constitution has lost 
relevance due to neglect. For “allowing 
the document to stand” is a tacit expres- 
sion of will; after all, to use theological 
terminology, there isn’t only “ordain- 
ing will” but also permitting will. It’s 
as with a marriage: You don’t suppose a 
couple’s relationship has descended into 
irrelevance because they don’t reaffirm 


their wedding vows daily, altering them 
periodically to “suit the times.” That they 
stay with each other, the status quo, tells 
the tale. 

So all the tall tales, the pragmatic 
“words multiplied for the purpose,” are 
merely a con designed to rob a power 
rightly belonging to the people and trans- 
fer it to the judicial oligarchy. What should 
only be done de jure via the amendment 
process, is now done in a de facto sense 
with the stroke of a jurist’s pen. 

An apparently proud member of this 
usurper lawyer class is the earlier cited 
Judge Richard Posner. Engaging in bad- 
judge-enabling in his 1992 book Sex 
and Reason, he wrote while addressing 
an overturned Connecticut law banning 
contraceptives: 


A constitution that did not invalidate 
so offensive, oppressive, probably 
undemocratic, and sectarian a law 
would stand revealed as containing 
major gaps. Maybe that is the nature 
of our, or perhaps any, written Con- 
stitution; but yet, perhaps the courts 
are authorized to plug at least the 
most glaring gaps. Does anyone real- 
ly believe, in his heart of hearts, that 
the Constitution should be interpret- 
ed so literally as to authorize every 
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conceivable law that would not 
violate a specific constitutional 
clause? This would mean that a 
state could require everyone to 
marry, or to have intercourse at 
least once a month, or it could 
take away every couple’s sec- 
ond child and place it in a fos- 
ter home. 


Posner follows this by ceding 
that “‘no state is likely to do such 
things.” Yet if we’re going to 
entertain the fanciful and what 
“could” be done, it’s also possible 
that future evolving-Constitu- 
tion justices could mandate such 
things. And what have we seen 
thus far? A small sampling: Judges 
have ordered states to recognize a 
bizarre conception of “marriage,” 
in contravention of history’s coun- 
sel and the people’s will; ordered 
that children be bussed to schools 
far from their homes; struck down 
California’s Proposition 187, 
which denied taxpayer-funded 
benefits to illegal aliens; and or- 
dered that Port Chester, New York, 
must give each resident six votes 
in order to facilitate the election of 
a person of a certain ethnicity — 
the idea being that Hispanics, who 
were only 20 percent of the voting 
population, could pool their votes 
and get a Hispanic elected. 


It’s a People Problem 

This evidences that, as Jefferson also 
wrote, “Judges are as honest as other men 
and not more so. They have with others 
the same passions for party, for power, and 
the privilege of their corps” (and the same 
tendency to rationalize). Yet assuming 
Posner is sincere (questionable), implicit 
in his thesis is that judges are more noble, 
sober, and wise than other men. He’s es- 
sentially saying, “Judges must be allowed 
to go beyond the Constitution because it 
allows stupid things, and sometimes the 
people through their legislatures will do 
stupid things.” But are black-robed law- 
yers immune from doing stupid things? 
Even if Posner were the oracle he clear- 
ly fancies himself, what of judges who 
didn’t share his sagacity? He plainly can- 
not understand the wisdom in the attitude 
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Posner’s dangerous pose: Far from calling balls and strikes, U.S. 
Court of Appeals Judge Richard Posner believes judges can be 
rule-making umpires, writing that they should plug the “gaps” in 
the Constitution. 


accepting that which is “STUPID BUT 
CONSTITUTIONAL.” And his legal the- 
ory wholly deserves a very different label: 
STUPID — and unconstitutional. 

So why is bad-judge-enabling so wide- 
spread? Well, we could note that the Com- 
mon Core-related resource Words We Live 
By: Your Annotated Guide to the Consti- 
tution teaches bad-judge philosophy as 
fact and instructs teachers to “reinforce 
[with students] the concept that the U.S. 
Constitution is a living document,” re- 
ported CNSNews.com in 2014. Yet this 
has long been status quo in law schools. 
As New York's Jennifer Senior put it with 
Justice Scalia, taking it as a given, law 
students “were taught that the Constitution 
evolved” and “You got that same message 
consistently in class, yet you had other 
ideas.” And as Scalia later pointed out, 
“Twenty years ago,” good-judge philoso- 
phy (“originalism’’) “was not even worth 


talking about in serious academic 
circles.” And is this surprising? 
Bad-judge philosophy makes for 
a “lawyerocracy” — and, remem- 
ber, judges have “with others the 
same passions ... for power, and 
the privilege of their corps.” 

As for constitutional apathy in 
the wider society, however, it re- 
flects a wider problem. For most 
of history, tradition — the best 
of which is “the enshrinement of 
eternal principles in social law” 
— was revered. A good constitu- 
tion is similar, being the enshrine- 
ment of eternal principles in gov- 
ernmental law. Yet in a relativistic 
age such as ours (a 2002 Barna 
Group study found that 83 per- 
cent of teens subscribed to “moral 
relativism”), few even believe in 
eternal principles. And without 
Truth as a yardstick for behav- 
ior or anything else, emotion be- 
comes the default guide; as Barna 
also found, Americans’ “most 
common basis for moral decision- 
making was doing whatever feels 
right.” And then, why would we 
subordinate what feels right to us 
now to what felt right 200 years 
ago to some colonial white males 
in powdered wigs? Whereas peo- 
ple once hewed to tradition, they 
now worship “change.” And it’s 
no wonder: Their god, Emotion, changes 
with the wind. 

So what can we do? First, avoid the 
trap of relativism. Control the language 
and speak as if Truth exists. And the truth 
here is that there are not different legiti- 
mate “perspectives” on constitutional 
adherence any more than there are on 
umpires following the rules of baseball. 
Judges can be law-breakers, but never 
lawmakers. There are no “pragmatists,” 
no parchment evolution, no “living Con- 
stitution” — only the dying republic such 
ideas breed. Judges take an oath to up- 
hold the Constitution, not some fanciful 
conception of what it could be in a world 
where everything is relative to a reality 
that isn’t really there. In fact, announcing 
oneself a “pragmatist” — or one by any 
other name — is admission of violation 
of the judicial oath. And it should be an 
impeachable offense. MH 
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A GOVERNMENT OF, BY, AND FOR JUDGES: 
WHO WILL BE OUR NEXT OLIGARCH? 


A handful of American lawyers were never meant to exercise lawmaking for the entire 
country, but they now do. How do we bring the Supreme Court under control? 


AP Images 


by Selwyn Duke 


“Tt is a maxim among these lawyers that 
whatever has been done before, may le- 
gally be done again: and therefore they 
take special care to record all the deci- 
sions formerly made against common jus- 
tice, and the general reason of mankind. 
These, under the name of precedents, they 
produce as authorities to justify the most 
iniquitous opinions; and the judges never 
fail of directing accordingly.” 

— Jonathan Swift, Gulliver ’s Travels 


ritten in 1726, the above sa- 
tirical lines again demonstrate 
how the loathing of lawyers is 


nothing new. Nor is rule by oligarchy or 
the like, as autocracy is generally man’s 
lot. But it perhaps took the 20th-century 
United States to combine the lawyer class 
with oligarchy and create something re- 
sembling a “lawyerocracy.” 


Just One Judge 

In the wake of Justice Antonin Scalia’s 
February 13 passing, liberals are licking 
their chops and conservatives biting their 
fingernails over who will replace him on 
the Supreme Court. And the media, true 
to form, are putting their thumb on the 
scale. With a narrative that soon would 
be echoed by many, the Washington Post 
described the court on February 13 as 
“evenly divided between four liberal jus- 
tices and four conservatives.” This is curi- 
ous because even with Scalia on the court, 
it issued the ObamaCare and Obergefell 
v. Hodges (faux marriage) decisions. Was 
this the work of a “conservative” body? 
And how much more liberal is the court 
with Scalia gone? 

The reality is that if Barack Obama 
is allowed to fill the Supreme Court va- 
cancy with the only type of justice he’d 
nominate — a devoted liberal judicial 
activist (a bad judge, put plainly) — the 
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If one unelected person appointed to one 
unelected body can “change the face of the 
nation,” are we really still a government of, by, 
and for the people? Or has judicial supremacy 
made our Constitution, as Thomas Jefferson 
put it, a “suicide pact”? 


Left will have an unassailable majority. 
And the days of constitutional Supreme 
Court decisions even a decent minority 
of the time will be over. 

Yet with Scalia having endeavored to 
be an “originalist” (meaning, a judge who 
actually does his job) and having been one 
of the court’s best jurists, the chances of 
filling his shoes with even a pale imitation 
are vanishingly small. Four consecutive 
things must occur for it to happen: 

¢ The Senate will have to exhibit for- 
titude and delay the confirmation of a 
successor. 

¢ A Republican will have to win the 
presidency. 

¢ The GOP will have to retain the Sen- 
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ate in November, despite 24 GOP seats but 
only 10 Democrat ones being up for grabs. 

¢ The Republican president in office 
will have to nominate someone not a wolf 
in constitutionalist’s clothing; the chances 
of this alone happening are likely less than 
50 percent. 

This isn’t welcome news for many, 
especially since the Beltway talk is that 
another Obama justice could reshape not 
just the court, but the nation. Yet this rais- 
es a question: If the appointment of one 
unelected person to one unelected panel 
of nine can so influence our fate, are we 
really still a representative republic? Of 
course, some may now lament that the 
nature of a judge wouldn’t matter if the 
courts stopped with the “living, breathing, 
evolving document” shtick and just did 
their job: abiding by the Constitution. Yet 
there’s a seldom-recognized reality here. 

Why should we expect constitutional 
adherence from judges if we won’t prac- 
tice it ourselves? 

What does this mean? Consider that, in 
a way, Justice Scalia gave us the remedy 
for judicial overreach just last year: With 
“each decision ... unabashedly based not 
on law,” he warned his colleagues in his 
Obergefell dissent, the court moves “one 
step closer to being reminded of [its] im- 
potence.” Impotence? When these people 


can shape the nation with a pen stroke? 
They can because we let them. 


The Constitution and the Court 

The reality is that courts have neither 
armies nor gendarmes; they rely on gov- 
ernment’s executive branch, on the federal 
or state level, to enforce their edicts. Thus, 
if the president or a governor refuses to 
be their “muscle,” their decision will fall 
“stillborn,” as President Andrew Jackson 
once put it. 

But isn’t this a tad revolutionary? Aren’t 
we to be a nation of laws? Certainly. 

A nation of laws, not lawyers. 

Laws — not judicial decisions. 

Some will now mention judicial su- 
premacy (judicial review), which is the 
idea that courts have the final say on law’s 
meaning and that their judgments must 
constrain not just their governmental 
branch, but the other two as well. It’s also 
one of the big cons of our time. 

The Constitution is the supreme law of 
the land. The legislative branch has the 
power to make law because the Constitu- 
tion grants it. The executive branch has the 
power to enforce law because the Consti- 
tution grants it. And the judicial branch 
has the power to review law and overrule 
the other two branches because the judi- 
cial branch granted it. That’s right: The 
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Supreme Court gave the Supreme Court 
its trump-card power — in the 1803 Mar- 
bury v. Madison decision. And we’ ve been 
obediently abiding by the rule of lawyers 
ever since. 

It’s not as if we weren’t warned of this 
dangerous path. Founder Thomas Jeffer- 
son told us in 1819 that judicial suprema- 
cy’s acceptance would do nothing less than 
make “our constitution a complete felo de 
se” — a suicide pact. He explained: 


For intending to establish three de- 
partments, co-ordinate and inde- 
pendent, that they might check and 
balance one another, it has given, ac- 
cording to this [judicial supremacy] 
opinion, to one of them alone, the 
right to prescribe rules for the gov- 
ernment of the others, and to that 
one too, which is unelected by, and 
independent of the nation.... The 
constitution, on this hypothesis, is a 
mere thing of wax in the hands of the 
judiciary, which they may twist, and 
shape into any form they please. 


Abraham Lincoln, who ignored the Dred 
Scott decision, which decreed blacks could 
not be American citizens and could not sue 
in federal court, also agreed. As Princeton 
University Professor Robert George put 
it while conducting a December inter- 
view with Senator Ted Cruz, Lincoln 
said “that to treat unconstitutional court 
rulings as binding in all cases, no matter 
what, no matter how usurpative, no mat- 
ter how anti-constitutional, would be for 
the American people — and I quote now 
the Great Emancipator — ‘to resign their 
government into the hands of that eminent 
tribunal.’” Jefferson was even more point- 
ed, writing in 1820 that judicial suprem- 
acy is “a very dangerous doctrine indeed, 
and one which would place us under the 
despotism of an oligarchy.” And so it has 
come to pass. We’re now reduced to argu- 
ing about how the next appointed oligarch 
will shape our house of wax. 

While unconstitutional decisions 
should be ignored (nullified) by chief 
executives, there are other ways of tam- 
ing rogue courts. For example, the Con- 
stitution’s Article III states, “The judi- 
cial Power of the United States shall 
be vested in one supreme Court, and in 
such inferior Courts as the Congress may 
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from time to time ordain and establish.” 
This means only the Supreme Court must 
exist; all those that had subsequently been 
established can also be disestablished. In 
addition, Section 2 of this article grants 
Congress the power to limit the jurisdic- 
tion of federal courts below the Supreme 
Court and the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Supreme Court; via this power, the legis- 
lature could essentially eliminate courts’ 
ability to apply judicial review in various 
areas (e.g., marriage). 


If Congress Cared 
Now, if every time a court issues a bla- 
tantly unconstitutional ruling it found it- 
self knocked out of the game — or was 
abolished completely and its judges be- 
came unemployed — don’t you think the 
judicial class would start minding its p’s 
and q’s? So the question is, why doesn’t 
Congress assert itself? If nothing else, 
doesn’t it care about its own power? 
Insight can be gleaned from statements 
made last year in response to Obergefell. 
Ohio governor John Kasich echoed many 
when saying that faux marriage is “the law 


of the land and we’ll abide by it” and that 
now “it’s time to move on.” And the mes- 
sage is clear: “Hey, don’t look at me. The 
court did it!” “Outsourcing” decisions on 
hot-button issues to the judiciary enables ca- 
reer-driven politicians to avoid making the 
tough calls that, one way or the other, would 
alienate a large chunk of the electorate. 

This is why, in essence, judges today 
are far more dangerous than politicians. 
Having to face continual reelection, the 
latter’s focus is often on preserving not 
institutional power, but their own posi- 
tion, privilege, and pocketbook. Freed 
from these concerns by their lifetime ap- 
pointments, federal judges have nothing 
worldly to gain but power. They can hand 
down the most outrageous, usurpative rul- 
ings with impunity. 

As for judicial supremacy, anyone de- 
fending it ought to wonder why he’d then 
care about the separation of church and 
state. If you’re willing to let an oligarchy 
of nine unelected judges determine your 
laws, why not an oligarchy of nine un- 
elected clergymen? Sure, churchmen will 
claim divine inspiration, but so what? If 


they’re right, then they’re relating God’s 
will and we can’t but welcome their ethe- 
real governance. Of course, if atheists are 
right, the clergymen’s ideas are mere in- 
ventions of man. And you know what that 
makes them? Just like the judges. 

Whatever the case, it’s not surprising 
that jurists play God, being not only the 
source of their own extra-constitutional 
power but also, increasingly and ever 
more intolerably, dictating law to 320 mil- 
lion citizens. For a balance of power only 
works when all parties concerned exercise 
their power. And since we likely won’t get 
better judges anytime soon, and Congress 
won’t tame the bad ones, the only recourse 
left is what Jefferson called the “rightful 
remedy”: nullification. 

In her book Yankee From Olympus: 
Justice Holmes and His Family, Catherine 
Drinker Bowen wrote, “Colonial America 
had looked upon (lawyers) as mere trades- 
men who earned a questionable living by 
cleverness and chicanery.” It’s time to res- 
urrect that founding spirit and once again 
make the judiciary “the least dangerous 
branch.” 
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While supply and demand ultimately determine the price 


of oil, a lot of factors play a role in the availability of oil 


and its price. 
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The good, present days: Drivers are enjoying low prices for gasoline, at least for now. Political 


instability leading to attacks in the Middle East could raise them overnight. 


by Bob Adelmann 


n January 22 Clifford Krauss, 
O writing in the New York Times, 

claimed that the recent drop in 
crude oil prices can easily be explained by 
simple economics: Supply is overwhelm- 
ing demand. End of discussion. 

It’s true that U.S. producers, despite 
having cut their rig count by 60 percent 
and having laid off an estimated 250,000 
roughnecks in the nation’s oil patch, con- 
tinue to produce at levels barely off all- 
time record highs recorded last year. It’s 
also true that Iran is planning to add some 
500,000 barrels per day (bpd) to the glut, 
with some estimating that by summer new 
production from Iran will be closer to a 
million bpd. Deep-water projects begun 
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years ago in the Gulf of Mexico will be 
coming online later this year as well. 

Krauss is also correct in noting that 
increased automobile fuel efficiency and 
struggling European and Asian economies 
are reducing demand significantly. 

As to trends likely to increase oil costs, 
he notes that more than 40 mid-sized inde- 
pendent U.S. oil producers have declared 
bankruptcy, with more to follow in April 
when banks recalculate reserve valuations 
and begin to call in loans made earlier that 
now exceed the banks’ underwriting re- 
quirements. 

If one were to stop there, one would 
be hard-pressed to explain why, in re- 
cent weeks, the price of crude has moved 
higher instead of trading closer to $25 and 
heading lower. 


The Politics of Oil 

Let’s explore the reasons why, which have 
little to do with the price of oil and much to 
do with political decisions made by OPEC 
and opportunities being seized by Big Oil 
(BP, Chevron, ExxonMobil, Royal Dutch 
Shell, Total, and ConocoPhillips). It’s help- 
ful to remember that the decision made by 
Saudi Arabia in November 2014 to reject 
cutting oil production (which would have 
kept oil prices higher) was in order to “‘pre- 
serve market share” versus its competitors. 
Observers concluded that the Saudis, with 
their massive oil reserves (state-owned 
Saudi Aramco’s assets beneath the sand 
are valued at an astounding $30 trillion, 
dwarfing the reserves of any other oil com- 
pany on the planet), could easily outlast the 
American “cowboys” — the frackers who 
have upended the entire global oil and gas 
equation. Saudi Arabia, by letting (or driv- 
ing) oil and gas prices lower, would force 
marginal producers into bankruptcy, with 
significant attendant reductions in produc- 
tion. Then the market would “rebalance” 
itself in favor of the Saudis and the other 
members of the OPEC cartel, with crude 
headed above $50 a barrel. 

Big Oil was looking forward to absorb- 
ing those failed or failing producers the way 
they did back in the 1990s. Remember that 
Royal Dutch merged with Shell to become 
Royal Dutch Shell; that Exxon merged with 
Mobil to become ExxonMobil; that Chev- 
ron acquired Gulf Oil in 1984, Texaco in 
2000, and Unocal in 2005; and that Lukoil 
acquired Getty Oil in 2000. 

But failure and decreased profits by 
U.S. oil producers are forcing the big 
banks financing Big Oil to set aside sig- 
nificant reserves to cover expected loan 
losses rather than help finance Big Oil 
with new acquisitions. Wells Fargo is sit- 
ting on more than $17 billion in loans to 
the oil-and-gas sector, and just announced 
it is setting aside $1.2 billion in loan loss 
reserves because of the “continued dete- 
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rioration within the energy sector.” JPM- 
organ Chase (JPM) is likewise setting 
aside hundreds of millions — perhaps as 
much as $750 million — to offset predict- 
ed (and predictable) losses this spring. 
JPM’s chief financial officer, Marianne 
Lake, noted: “As the outlook for oil has 
weakened, we would expect to see some 
[additions to loan loss reserves] in 2016.” 
Citigroup has set aside $300 million of 
its capital for loan loss reserves as well, 
noting that “oil prices are likely to remain 
low for a longer period of time.” 

This raises the question, just how long? 
If the price of oil stays around $30 a barrel, 
Citi could face $600 million in loan losses 
just in the next few months. If oil drops to 
$25 or lower, Citi’s losses could double, 
to $1.2 billion. 

That is a critical question for OPEC, 
Saudi Arabia in particular. There, oil pro- 
duction accounts for more than 60 percent 
of its GDP. In Kuwait, oil production is 72 
percent of that country’s GDP. By com- 
parison, oil production in the United States 
is just 2.4 percent of GDP. If oil 
stays low, or goes lower, it will 
hardly move the needle in the 
United States, but in OPEC na- 
tions such as the UAE, Qatar, 
Algeria, Venezuela, and Ecuador 
the impact would raise existential 
concerns. 

For venture-capital firms 
— sometimes called vulture- 
capital firms — such as Mara- 
thon Asset Management, low 
oil prices represent a breath- 
taking opportunity. Described 
as “focused on opportunistic 
investing” and with $13 billion 
in its coffers, Marathon is stand- 
ing beside the road waiting for 
roadkill. Once in bankruptcy, 
smaller, overleveraged oil pro- 
ducers will have the debit side 
of their ledger wiped clean and 
Marathon can come swooping 
in, buy up what’s left, revive 
them with a temporary infusion 
of investors’ cash, and find new 
operators who then will con- 
tinue to produce, but with much 
lower break-even points. OPEC 
didn’t figure this: Marginal pro- 
ducers with hefty reserves in 
the ground will merely change 
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hands but with lower break even points. 
That means they will continue to produce 
even if prices move lower. 

There’s the politics as well, with King 
Salman taking the reins in Saudi Arabia 
barely a year ago. Not only is he having 
to deal with the results of bad decisions 
in the past, he is making some bad ones 
of his own. William Engdahl, writing in 
Global Research, called his decision in 
early January to execute Nimr al-Nimr, 
a highly popular figure among the Shia 
minority, “insanely provocative,” and re- 
verberations of that act between the Shia 
and Sunni majority continue to threaten 
domestic tranquility today. 

Another bad decision, according to Eng- 
dahl, was the naming by King Salman of 
his son Prince Muhammad as next in line 
to the throne. Quoting German BND intelli- 
gence services, the prince is “unpredictable 
and emotional,” adding that with Salman’s 
involvement in Syria, Lebanon, Bahrain, 
Iraq, and Yemen, “The previous cautious 
diplomatic stance of older leaders within 


Political uncertainty: King Salman’s order to execute highly popular 
Shia cleric Nimr al-Nimr in January was “insanely provocative” and 
only exacerbated tensions between the Shias and Sunnis. 


the royal family is being replaced by a new 
impulsive policy of intervention.” 

Also in the Middle East, there’s the 
shooting down by Turkey of a Russian 
jet over Syria that successfully ended for- 
mal relations between Turkey and Russia. 
There’s the determination by Iran to con- 
tinue expanding its nuclear facilities, claim- 
ing that they’re for domestic use as energy 
sources. 


Talking Heads 

Analysts close to the oil markets (perhaps 
too close) have come up with all manner of 
excuses to explain the recent bump in crude 
prices: 1) a renewed possibility of produc- 
tion cuts, this time proffered by UAE’s 
energy minister; 2) modest signs of falling 
production — very modest; 3) technical in- 
dicators showing those who believe in such 
things as Fibonacci retracements that oil 
will have to move higher, at least in the short 
run; and 4) the high volume of contracts 
traded on the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change (NYMEX), with WTI (West Texas 
Intermediate) crude-oil contracts 
setting volume records, causing 
extreme market volatility. 

In the short run, these “rea- 
sons” may have some substance. 
In the long run, they have none 
at all. There’s much more to the 
equation than just supply and 
demand. With the United States’ 
clandestine support of ISIS and 
al-Nusra (with the help of Israel, 
Great Britain, and Turkey), the 
Middle East remains a bomb 
with a lit fuse. As Dr. Hossein 
Askari, a former advisor to the 
Saudi Finance Ministry, stated: 


If there is a war confronting 
Iran and Saudi Arabia, oil could 
overnight go to above $250 [a 
barrel].... If they attack each 
other’s loading facilities, then 
we could see oil spike to over 
$500 and stay around there for 
some time, depending on the 
extent of the damage. 


In that unhappy event, concerns 
about oil reflecting simple mar- 
ket supply and demand will 
evaporate in the face of much 
more serious matters. Hi 
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A Unique Oil Mani ina Tough Business 


It would be hard to think of a group that is more vilified as exploitative than oil men. Yet 
everything that Tom Hill of KimRay does shatters that perception. 


by Bob Adelmann 


KimRay, Inc., headquartered 

in Oklahoma City, is a differ- 
ent sort of oil company — a much 
different sort. Headed up by Tom 
Hill until his retirement last year 
(but who still serves as chairman), 
the company’s mission statement is 
simple: Take care of customers, take 
care of employees, and take care of 
stockholders. But it ends with this: 


I: doesn’t take long to learn that 


We believe it is by God’s grace 
and provision that KimRay has 
endured. He has been faithful in 
the past and we trust Him for our 
future. 


This contrasts startlingly with the 
media-promoted notion that busi- 
nessmen, especially those in the oil 
patch, are greedy, selfish, insensi- 
tive, and self-aggrandizing ogres. 
But Hill’s own actions, like those of 
many other businessmen, demon- 
strate that he has a heart shaped by biblical 
principles. 

Hill has been in the oil business since 
1971, starting out working for his father- 
in-law, who founded the company in 1948. 
An “upstream control manufacturer” of 
tools used at the wellhead, Hill has seen 
six — no, seven — cycles in the oil busi- 
ness. But this one is the most difficult, Hill 
told THE NEW AMERICAN. 

In the downturn in 1985-86 Hill’s com- 
pany made a commitment to keep its peo- 
ple employed and fully paid, even when 
there was insufficient work. Some went to 
work for the city while others went to work 
for local charities. But KimRay made up 
any difference between their regular sala- 
ries for the company and what they earned 
in their positions away from the company. 
Some 90 people were affected. Hill said 
it was the right thing to do, as a previous 
downturn that forced layoffs caused so 
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much personal pain and anguish that he 
vowed to do the best he could to keep that 
from happening again. 

During the “fat” years (see Genesis 
41:25-36) his company put away so many 
reserves to offset the coming “lean” years 
that his company got sideways with the 
IRS, which taxed those resereves as “un- 
distributed surplus.” Hill and his company 
paid the taxes and then sued to get them 
back. After an IRS agent from Washing- 
ton had spent months combing through 
the company’s books, she returned to 
headquarters with the recommendation 
that the IRS return all the excessive taxes, 
which it did. 

Unfortunately, the reserves that Kim- 
Ray had put away to offset the present 
downturn were claimed by shareholders 
who were beginning to retire, putting the 
company into a serious financial situation. 
Late February the company announced it 


was shrinking its workforce by 10 
percent, affecting between 60 and 
65 individuals. 

KimRay is an “open book” com- 
pany (where the financials are open 
to every employee), and Hill has 
weekly meetings during which his 
team is kept current on how well, or 
poorly, the company is doing. The 
challenge remains twofold: cutting 
costs, and diversifying the compa- 
ny into new but related fields that 
would serve to sustain the company 
and return it to profitability. 

Special teams were created to 
find places to cut expenses. Hill 
related a small example: The com- 
pany used to buy Styrofoam coffee 
cups in bulk. But one team suggest- 
ed that employees bring their own 
cup to work. Bingo! That saved the 
company $2,000 a year. 

That’s not much for a company 
that employs 650 people, but it’s 
typical of the approach and the re- 
lationship among Hill’s employees 
that goes beyond most companies. 

When asked for his predictions about 
the future, not only of the price of oil, but 
of his company, Hill’s response was re- 
markable: He didn’t know, and he didn’t 
care. He trusts in God. Actions are his, 
results are His. 

After previous downturns that KimRay 
had survived, Hill and his team would 
look back to see what blessings and gifts 
they enjoyed, and to see what they could 
learn from the experience. He doesn’t do 
that anymore. Instead he looks forward 
to the blessings to come. Hill sleeps well 
at night. 

When asked if his company just hires 
believers, Hill said no. KimRay hires the 
best people it can find, possessing the 
skills needed, and he expects them to learn 
the reason why the company behaves the 
way it does on their own. Hill quoted St. 
Francis of Assisi: “Preach the Gospel; if 
necessary, use words.” Hl 
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A MAN APART 


Not only did Russell Kirk likely do more than anyone else in his day to explain what it 
meant to be conservative, but he tried to live his philosophy as well. 


BRADLEY J. BIRZEF 


y 


by James Heiser 


Russell Kirk: American Conservative, by 
Bradley J. Birzer, Lexington: University 
Press of Kentucky, 2015, 574 pages, hard- 
cover. 


he publication of a new biography 
T of Dr. Russell Kirk should be an 
event of interest to all traditional 
conservatives, not least of all because a 
reflection on the life and work of one of 
the most significant conservative philoso- 
phers of the 20th century provides ample 
opportunities to reflect on the growing di- 
vergence between traditional conservatism 
and that which is promulgated by neocon- 
servatives and political opportunists. 
Kirk is often remembered for advanc- 
ing a conservative principle that eschews 
ideology in all forms; in fact, in The Con- 
servative Mind, Kirk quoted John Adams’ 
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definition of “ideology”: “Our English 
words, Idiocy or Idiotism, express not the 
meaning or force of it. It is presumed its 
proper definition is the science of Idiocy.” 
But part of the plight of the conservatives 
of our generation is living in the midst of 
an age dominated by ideologies. The pe- 
riod of the Modern Age extending from 
roughly the time of the French Revolution 
to the present may one day be remembered 
as the Age of Ideology, in which sound 
political philosophy — established on a 
foundation built from Hebraic, Greek, and 
Roman thought — often has been set aside 
for ephemeral ideological sandcastles that 
are repeatedly washed away by the realities 
of human nature and the exigencies that at- 
tend wars and rumors of wars. There is, 
therefore, an inherently conservative char- 
acter to true political philosophy: Novel 
notions may rise to prominence for a time, 
but over the course of generations and cen- 
turies, ideologies promulgating doctrines 
that run counter to the fundamentally un- 
changing character of Man become stale 
and are routinely discarded. 

Among the political philosophers of the 
20th century, there were few Americans 
who understood the conservative charac- 
ter of political philosophy with the clarity 
that Dr. Russell Kirk brought to political 
discourse in American politics. During 
his lifetime, Russell Amos Kirk (1918- 
1994) served almost as an embodiment of 
the conservative philosophy that he pro- 
pounded: An independent scholar whose 
integrity required him to remain free of 
the ideological confines of that which he 
deemed “Behemoth University,” Kirk also 
almost entirely eschewed the environs of 
the “Eastern elite” that view all extension 
of the Republic outside of the New York- 
Washington, D.C., corridor as something 
of a wasteland. When publisher Henry 
Regnery worried about Kirk’s financial 
circumstances, Kirk responded: “Poverty 
has never bothered me; I can live on four 
hundred dollars cash per annum, if I must; 
time to think, freedom of action, are much 


more important to me at present than any 
possible economic advantage. I have al- 
ways had to make my own way, opposed 
rather than aided by the times and the men 
who run matters for us; and I don’t mind 
continuing to do so.” A native of Mecosta, 
Michigan, Dr. Kirk proudly took his stand 
upon the ground of his ancestral home- 
stead, and, dedicated to a conservative 
“republic of letters,” spent much of his 
life fanning the embers of conservative 
thought so that a new generation of histo- 
rians, writers, businessmen, philosophers, 
theologians, et cetera — men and women 
from a wide variety of vocations — could 
understand their place as inheritors of the 
traditions of the West. 

Another aspect of the conservative char- 
acter of political philosophy is that only 
time will tell whether or not a particular 
practitioner of such study of “man — the 
political animal” will be remembered by 
the generations that follow his own. For 
the legacy of Russell Kirk, the ongoing in- 
terest in his life and study of his writings 
appears to bode well for his significance 
among the rising generation of conser- 
vatives. With the publication of Bradley 
Birzer’s Russell Kirk: American Conser- 
vative, there is now a definitive biography 
that places the man within the context of 
his times with a clarity and scholarship 
that is not likely to soon be exceeded. 

The current Russell Amos Kirk Chair in 
American Studies and a professor of history 
at Hillsdale College, Birzer has demonstrat- 
ed that he is a scholar worthy of his title, 
producing an in-depth study of the life and 
thought of the “sage of Mecosta’” that sur- 
passes previous endeavors, including Mc- 
Donald’s Russell Kirk and the Age of Ideol- 
ogy (2004) and Russello’s The Postmodern 
Imagination of Russell Kirk (2007). 

Birzer presents Kirk as one who con- 
sciously continued a deeply rooted tradi- 
tion of Western thought, endeavoring to 
make that tradition accessible to 20th- 
century American civilization. In Birzer’s 
assessment: 
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Kirk consistently made four points 
about the principles that should un- 
derlie politics in Western civilization, 
choosing from a number of figures 
in the Western tradition — not just 
Plato and Augustine, but also Aristo- 
tle, Cicero, Thomas Aquinas, Thomas 
More, Edmund Burke, John Adams, 
and Alexis de Tocqueville, to name 
just a few. First, he believed that every 
government and society must pursue 
order, justice, and freedom. Any good 
society rested on these three prin- 
ciples. Second, he believed whole- 
heartedly in a Ciceronian natural law 
as ordering all of creation. Third, he 
believed that man must live according 
to a variety of inherited and natural 
rights, rejecting all forms of egalitari- 
anism except equality before the law. 
Finally, he thought these three things 
would thrive best individually and 
collectively in a republic, the form of 
government the American Founding 
Fathers had wisely chosen. 


More so than any previous biographer, 
Birzer traces the development of Kirk’s 
thought throughout his intellectual career, 
thus, for example, taking careful note of 
the shifting influence of various writers 
in different editions of Kirk’s Conserva- 
tive Mind, with individuals such as Albert 
Jay Nock (1870-1945) and Isabel Paterson 
(1886-1961) disappearing from Kirk’s his- 
tory of the development of modern con- 
servatism. (In the case of Paterson, Birzer 
notes, “In essence, Kirk erased her not 
only from the conservative tradition as he 
had defined it but in large part from his 
entire intellectual life. This erasure might 
be why scholars studying Kirk have either 
missed or simply ignored this once intense 
connection to Isabel Paterson.”’) 

Birzer’s work is not hagiography: He 
does not hesitate to criticize some of 
Kirk’s professional decisions, including 
his willingness to associate with William 
F. Buckley and National Review. In Birz- 
er’s words, “No matter what distance Kirk 
attempted to maintain, though, his affilia- 
tion with Buckley, conservatism’s enfant 
terrible, damaged his relationship with 
others in the literary community.” The re- 
sult of working with National Review was 
a significant diversion in the direction of 
Kirk’s labors: 


32 


In this alliance with 
Buckley, Kirk funda- 
mentally altered the 
course of his career. 
During his brief but 
powerful Christian hu- 
manist period, 1953- 
1956, he produced three 
of his best books: A 
Program for Conserva- 
tives (1954), Academic 
Freedom (1955), and 
Beyond the Dreams of 
Avarice (1956). He also 
attempted to dismantle, 
at least to a considerable 
extent, any historical or 
philosophical supports 
for modern liberalism, 
progressivism, and na- 
tionalism.... Although 
he never lost his pro- 
found love of Christian 
humanism, that side of 
him would experience serious com- 
petition from the side that he had la- 
beled foolish because it was involved 
in practical politics for the “quarter- 
educated” — a conservatism of a dif- 
ferent sort. 


What does stand out throughout the pages 
of Birzer’s biography is Kirk’s personal 
charity and intellectual integrity: He was a 
man who did not hesitate to provide assis- 
tance even to those who might be suspect- 
ed of taking advantage of him, and he did 
not allow himself to become embittered 
by betrayal by former allies (most notably 
among the ranks of those who would be- 
come known as “neoconservatives”). 

With at least a half-dozen major stud- 
ies of his life and work published since 
his death, Russell Kirk appears likely to 
endure as one of the defining figures in 
the development of modern conservatism. 
Even those who disagree with him on vari- 
ous points cannot deny his influence. In 
Birzer’s assessment: 


In a broad sense, one could compare 
Kirk and his relationship to many 
within the broader tent of conserva- 
tism and libertarianism with Martin 
Luther and his relationship to many 
within larger Protestantism. Just as 
many Protestants consider Luther 


Russell 
Kirk 


a vital part of their history but then 
dismiss him as not having gone far 
enough in his reforms, so said many 
on the right regarding Russell Kirk. 
All on the right since 1953 have ac- 
knowledged their debt to Kirk, but 
several schools of thought — espe- 
cially within the more nationalist 
schools of conservatism, such as the 
neoconservatives — consider Kirk 
to have erred significantly in his un- 
derstanding of the American found- 
ing and consequently in his deem- 
phasizing an activist foreign policy 
and military expansion abroad. Pro- 
foundly and deeply influenced by 
the dropping of the atomic bombs, 
however, Kirk abhorred the idea of 
a physically strong and aggressive 
America. All strength, he argued 
consistently throughout his life, 
came from moral, not physical, stat- 
ure. This was as true for a country as 
it was for a person. 


Russell Kirk: American Conservative 
provides readers with an opportunity to 
consider anew one of the most insight- 
ful thinkers of the previous century, 
and to learn both from his scholarship 
and personal piety something of the es- 
sence of what it means to be a traditional 
conservative. Mi 
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Surprise for Simpler 


When Burleson High School students in 
Texas learned that their English teacher, 
Kyle Simpler, had not had a birthday cake 
in an entire decade, they took action. The 
students surprised Simpler by throwing 
him a surprise birthday party and present- 
ing him with a beautiful birthday cake. 

“I was floored,” Simpler told Inside 
Edition. “It was totally a surprise, let me 
tell you that.” 

The students captured a video of the 
surprise, which went viral after being 
shared on Twitter. 

According to /nside Edition, Simpler’s 
students collected money to purchase gifts 
for their teacher, as well as the cake, which 
featured Felix the Cat. 

The party was organized by student 
Karlie Moran, who stated that she was 
compelled to do something nice for her 
teacher after she learned that Simpler had 
not had a birthday cake in 10 years. “I 
work at the grocery store, and went to the 
bakery on my breaks,” said Moran. “I told 
them Mr. Simpler really likes cats and they 
made something cool.” 

Simpler explained that his family does 
not tend to make a big deal about birth- 
days, but his students’ surprise was “mem- 
orable to say the least.” 

And for the students, seeing their teach- 
er both happy and surprised was worth all 
their efforts. “When I saw his reaction, 
I was like, ‘yes!’ It was perfect,” Moran 
recalls. “He’s always been one of my fa- 
vorite teachers.” 


Boat Fund Funds College 


Marty Burbank and his wife, Seon Chun- 
Burbank, of Fullerton, California, were so 
inspired by a sermon at their church that they 
decided to forgo their dream of buying a boat 
so that they could fund the college education 
of an entire elementary-school class. 

People magazine online reported that 
the sermon that inspired the couple came 
two weeks before Christmas and focused 
on sacrifice. It was at that point that the 
Burbanks began to think that saving their 
money to buy themselves a boat was “a 
very selfish thing.” 
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Instead, they decided that they would 
help students at an elementary school at 
which they had been volunteering. 

Fox 11 reported that the couple pledged 
to pay for two years of community college 
and two years at a Cal State university for 
26 kindergarten students at Rio Vista El- 
ementary School in Anaheim, California. 
They made the announcement to the class- 
room of students during a February visit to 
their school. 

Marty estimates that the total cost of 
their good deed will be about $1.1 million. 
“T’ve pretty much canceled the boat plans 
until these kids get educated and if I win 
the lottery, maybe I’ll buy a boat,” Marty 
said. “Putting these kids through school 
seems like a much better investment.” 

According to People, Marty and his 
wife understand the difficulties of financ- 
ing a college education. They were the 
first in their families to graduate from col- 
lege, but were only able to afford it with 
the help of the military and family. 

Seon states that buying a boat has been 
a dream of theirs, particularly for Marty, 
but that they feel very good about their 
decision. “We met on a boat, got engaged 
on a boat and got married on a yacht in 
Newport Beach,” Chun-Burbank says. 
“Sailing is one of the things Marty really 
values and it has a lot of personal mean- 
ing to him.” 

“Then he decided to give that up and I 
think we both agree this is more meaning- 
ful,” she adds. “We can always rent a boat.” 


Selfless Lottery Winner 


When single mom Sofia Andrade of New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, won $200 on an 
instant lottery ticket, she decided to use 
her winnings to help a homeless man she 
noticed at a stop sign just after cashing 
in her winnings on February 13, WCVB 5 
reported. She invited the man, Glenn Wil- 
liams, for a cup of coffee at a nearby cof- 
fee shop. That evening, temperatures were 
expected to plummet, and when Andrade 
learned that local shelters were full, she 
decided to use her lottery winnings to put 
Williams up in a hotel. 

Andrade posted about her evening with 
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Williams on Facebook and was astonished 
by the response. Friends reached out to 
donate clothing and winter necessities for 
Williams, and a local barber offered to 
give him a free haircut. 

And even after all Andrade did for Wil- 
liams, she wanted to do more. She decided 
to set up a GoFundMe page with the in- 
tention of raising $5,000 to help him get 
back on his feet. Within three days, the 
page raised over $16,000. 

However, it was subsequently reported, 
and the New Bedford Police Department 
confirmed, that Williams is a Level 2 sex 
offender. Andrade’s reaction? “People are 
now like, “This is what you get for trying 
to help somebody. You should have known 
better.’ I just wanted to help somebody, be- 
cause it was cold,” she told Wareham Week 
“through tears.” 

Andrade has not given up on Williams, 
saying “he deserves a second chance at 
life.” She also told Wareham Week she 
will give some of the donated money to 
Williams so he can go to an addiction re- 
covery center and will give most of it to 
groups that help the homeless, without 
taking a dime to reimburse what she had 
spent herself to help Williams. 

As a single mom with three children, An- 
drade could have found other ways to spend 
her money and time. Her choice to help give 
a stranger a second chance at life exempli- 
fies the goodness of the American spirit. 


Journey to Flint 


South Carolina resident John Wright made 
anearly 1,000-mile journey to deliver clean 
water to the residents of Flint, Michigan, 
after the discovery of high levels of lead in 
the public drinking water last fall. 

WCIV reported that Wright hosted a 
three-day donation drive in Mount Pleas- 
ant, South Carolina, that brought in so 
much water he was compelled to abandon 
his plans to use a rented U-Haul truck and 
use an 18-wheeler tractor-trailer instead. 

Wright arrived in Flint on February 7, 
and delivered approximately 700 gallons 
of water, including 108 one-gallon jugs 
and six pallets of bottled water. Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Findin ga Lost Founder 


The words of a little-Known Founder, who had the influence of Jefferson and Madison, 
could have been written today to warn about the usurpation of power by judges. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


“Colonel Taylor and myself have rarely, 
if ever, differed in any political principle 
of importance.” 

— Thomas Jefferson 


lor of Caroline) is arguably the most 

forgotten man among the pantheon of 
America’s Founding generation, yet by his 
contemporaries he was considered a man 
without equal when it came to vigorously 
defending the key constitutional principles 
of federalism, state sovereignty, and lim- 
ited government. During his 71-year life, 


Jie Taylor (usually called John Tay- 
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Taylor published six books on the topic 
of the philosophy of government and the 
U.S. Constitution. 

In the introduction to one of these 
— New Views of the Constitution of the 
United States — Taylor diagnoses the 
American body politic with an infection, a 
political plague so prevalent and pervasive 
that he predicts it could destroy the union 
if left untreated: 


That many eminent and respectable 
men have ever preferred, and ever 
will prefer, a consolidated national 
government to our federal system; 
that the constitution, under the influ- 


ence of this predilection, has been 
erroneously construed; that these 
constructions are rapidly advancing 
towards their end, whether it shall 
be consolidation or disunion; that 
they will become a source of exces- 
sive geographical discord; and that 
the happiness and prosperity of the 
United States will be greater under a 
federal than a national government, 
in any form, are the opinions which 
have suggested the following treatise. 


John Taylor of Caroline County, Virginia, 
was born in 1753. Orphaned as a young 
boy, he was adopted by his maternal uncle 
Edmund Pendleton. One of Virginia’s 
most distinguished citizens, Pendleton 
served from the Revolution to his death in 
1803 as head of the state’s highest court. 
Taylor studied at William and Mary and 
then read law in his uncle’s office. 

Later, he served as an officer in the 
Continental Army and the Virginia Mili- 
tia during the War for Independence. After 
the war, he returned to the practice of law 
and married Lucy Penn, daughter of John 
Penn of North Carolina, a signer of the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Taylor, worried about the effect his suc- 
cessful law practice was having on his per- 
sonal virtue, returned to the farm, spending 
the rest of his life as a planter at Hazelwood, 
his home on the Rappahannock River. 


Tracking Tyranny 

From his earliest years, John Taylor was 
trained as a bloodhound of sorts, learning 
from his study of ancient history to recog- 
nize the scent of a tyrant. He learned most 
of these lessons while a student of one of 
Virginia’s ablest and most sought after tu- 
tors: Donald Robertson. 

Robertson was 35 years old and had just 
arrived in Virginia from his native Scot- 
land, where he graduated from the Univer- 
sity of Edinburgh. 
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James Madison — the future president 
and “Father of the Constitution” — along 
with about 30 or 40 other pupils each 
year studied at Robertson’s school. Les- 
sons taught included English grammar, 
composition, literature, and the history of 
England, as well as the classical histories 
of Greece and Rome. 

Besides John Taylor and James Madi- 
son, there were many other notable men 
who studied at Donald Robertson’s school, 
including John Penn; John Tyler, governor 
of Virginia and father of the 10th presi- 
dent; and George Rogers Clark, a hero in 
the War for Independence. 

For an idea of how influential Robert- 
son was on his students, one need only 
read James Madison’s statement, “All 
that I have been in life I owe largely to 
that man.” 

Perhaps from his study of the autocrats 
of classical history, Taylor developed a 
distaste for any and all attempts by those 
in power to usurp any authority beyond 
that given to them by the people being 
governed. 

He also learned that only a virtuous 
people were capable of self-government 
and that without a moral and religious 
foundation, societies ran speedily into the 
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waiting arms of despots. “Great power 
often corrupts virtue; it invariably renders 
vice more malignant.... In proportion as 
the powers of government increase, both 
its own character and that of the people 
becomes worse,” Taylor wrote in 1814. 

His powerful pen and his ability to 
wield it so deftly in defense of liberty has 
earned John Taylor an indelible entry in 
the record of heroes of republicanism. His 
grasp of the core principles of self-govern- 
ment and civil liberty was second to none, 
and his persuasive prose was admired by 
many of the men of his era and today. 

Sadly, however, Taylor is slighted by 
many contemporary constitutionalists, 
suffering from a near anonymity of a life 
lived in the shadow of Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison. The three Virginians 
were friends and like-minded on almost 
every important political point. 

In fact, the three were so simpatico po- 
litically and philosophically that when it 
came to the critical constitutional role of 
states in the delicate balance of federalism, 
it was Taylor who introduced Madison’s 
Virginia Resolution to the legislature of 
the Old Dominion in 1798. 

Taylor did not, however, play merely a 
supporting role in the effort to reinforce 


constitutional limits on power. Four years 
prior to introducing the Virginia Resolution 
on behalf of its author, Taylor wrote his 
own views of the metes and bounds of fed- 
eralism in “An Enquiry Into the Principles 
and Tendency of Certain Public Measures.” 

In that pamphlet, Taylor insists that “the 
state legislatures have at least as good a 
right to judge of every infraction of the 
constitution as Congress itself,” since the 
states, as the creators of the federal gover- 
ment, maintain the privilege of resisting 
the exercise by Congress of any powers 
not granted to it in the Constitution. This 
assertion, of course, was the foundation 
upon which Jefferson and Madison built 
the Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions of 
1798. This approach to keeping the fed- 
eral beast inside its constitutional cage is 
called nullification, and Taylor, Jefferson, 
and Madison understood that without 
the states acting as a barricade between 
a powerful central government and the 
people, liberty would be lost. 

One last point about the influence of 
John Taylor’s 1794 pamphlet on Thomas 
Jefferson: In his book Reclaiming the 
American Revolution: The Kentucky and 
Virginia Resolutions and Their Legacy, 
constitutional attorney William Watkins, 
Jr. suggests that in the Kentucky Resolu- 
tions, Jefferson was “following the lead of 
Taylor” in “recognizing a nullifying power 
in the state legislatures.” 

Although Jefferson, and to some degree 
James Madison, gets all the attention when 
it comes to credit for cogently explaining 
the core of nullification, John Taylor of 
Caroline was publicly proclaiming this 
principle in print years before Jefferson 
and Madison collaborated on the so-called 
Principles of ’98. 


States Restraining the Court 
Beyond recognizing state legislatures as 
the best hope of restraining federal des- 
potism, one of the central tenets of John 
Taylor’s conception of federalism was that 
no branch of the federal government could 
serve as the arbiter of its own power. “A 
jurisdiction limited by its own will, is an 
unlimited jurisdiction,” Taylor wrote in his 
book Construction Construed and Consti- 
tutions Vindicated, published in 1820. 

In that book, which Thomas Jefferson 
said was “the most logical retraction of our 
governments to the original and true prin- 
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Perhaps more than anyone of his generation, Jefferson and 


Madison not excepted, John Taylor of Caroline foresaw the 


gradual destruction of the walls separating the people from an 


autocratic government. 


ciples of the Constitution creating them, 
which has appeared since the adoption of 
the instrument,” Taylor described the ef- 
fect of accepting Supreme Court decisions 
as the final word on the constitutionality of 
federal acts and policies. 

“Those principles, so boldly uttered 
from the highest judicial tribunal in the 
United States, are calculated to give the 
tone to an acquiescent people, to change 
the whole face of our government, and to 
generate a thousand measures, which the 
framers of the constitution never antici- 
pated,” he declares. 

Then, in words that could have been 
written yesterday, Taylor laments the loss 


of liberty and the breaking of the fetters of 
federalism that arrived hand in hand with 
the states’ acquiescence to the central gov- 
ernment’s consolidation of all powers and 
privileges of authority: 


In truth, we have arrived at a cri- 
sis, when the first principles of the 
government and some of the dear- 
est rights of the states are threatened 
with being utterly ground into dust 
and ashes. When we look to the origi- 
nal form of the government, we are 
struck with its novelty and beauty. 
It presents to us one of the grand- 
est experiments that ever was made 
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in political science. We see in it an 
attempt to ascertain, how far power 
could be so distributed between two 


governments, as to prevent an exces- 
sive concentration and consequent 
abuse of it in one set of hands; at the 
same time, that so much power was 
conveyed to each, as to enable them 
to accomplish the objects to which 
each of them was best adapted. The 
federal government was to watch 
over our foreign relations; that of the 
states, was particularly to take care 
of our internal concerns. The great 
secret was, to have these functions 
so wisely regulated, as to prevent the 
general government from rushing 
into consolidation; and the states, into 
a dissolution of the union. The first 
extreme would infallibly conduct us 
to great oppression, and probably to 
monarchy: the last would subject us 
to insults and injuries from abroad, to 
contentions and bloodshed at home. 


Taking guidance: James Madison and Thomas Jefferson, authors of the Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions, relied on the wisdom, insight, and 
assistance of John Taylor of Caroline in drafting these seminal documents. In fact, it was John Taylor who introduced the Virginia Resolutions to the 


Virginia Legislature. 


36 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ MARCH 21, 2016 


To avoid these extremes, we should 
never have lost sight of the true spirit 
of the federal constitution. 

To interpret it wisely, we should 
have rigidly adhered to the principle, 
laid down by George Clinton, when 
he, from the chair of the senate of the 
United States, gave the casting voice 
against the renewal of the first bank 
charter: “In the course of a long life, 
I have found that government is not 
to be strengthened by the assumption 
of doubtful powers, but a wise and 
energetick [sic] execution of those 
which are incontestable; the former 
never fails to produce suspicion and 
distrust, whilst the latter inspires re- 
spect and confidence. If, however, 
on fair experience, the powers vested 
in the government shall be found in- 
competent to the attainment of the 
objects for which it was instituted, 
the constitution happily furnishes 
the means for remedying the evil by 
amendment.” This maxim deserves to 
be written in letters of gold upon the 
wall of the capitol in Washington. 

But, we have been almost deaf to 
the voice of wisdom. We have nearly 
forgotten the principles of our fathers. 
In repeated instances, we have suf- 
fered the constitution to be trodden 
under foot. We have been lately rush- 
ing rapidly towards the gulph [sic] of 
consolidation. [Emphasis in original. ] 


Reading those words, one begins to realize 
John Taylor of Caroline’s depth of under- 
standing of key constitutional principles 
and his eminently persuasive way of ex- 
plaining those concepts in language that 
all friends of liberty can comprehend and 
appreciate. 

Perhaps more than anyone of his genera- 
tion, Jefferson and Madison not excepted, 
John Taylor of Caroline foresaw the grad- 
ual destruction of the walls separating the 
people from an autocratic government. 
Presciently, moreover, he pointed to the 
Supreme Court as the place where liberty, 
popular sovereignty, and the sovereignty of 
states would meet their untimely demise. 

“The judicial power has been made in- 
dependent of the sovereignty,” he wrote in 
1807 in a letter to Wilson Cary Nicholas. 

In that letter, Taylor advocated for an 
amendment to the Constitution that would 
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John Taylor of Caroline was an anti-Federalist who believed that the convention held in 
Philadelphia in 1787 exceeded its mandate, which was limited to amending the Articles of 
Confederation. After the Constitution was ratified, however, Taylor did not argue the legitimacy of 
the document, rather he fought to ensure its limits on power were strictly enforced. 


make judges “removable by the joint vote 
of the two houses [of Congress] with the 
assent of the president.” Today, there are 
several supporters of a rebalancing of the 
scales of sovereignty that are advocating 
for a similar proposal. 

It was state lawmakers upon whom John 
Taylor relied to restrain the avarice of the 
federal government, however. Ultimately, 
as a republican in the old Whig mold of Al- 
gernon Sidney, Taylor believed the people 
retained all power not explicitly granted by 
them to surrogates, whether they be in the 
state assemblies or in Washington, D.C. 

In his book An Inquiry Into the Prin- 
ciples and Policy of the Government of 
the United States, Taylor exalts the God- 
given power of man to govern himself, 
and he reminds readers that the consent of 
the governed is the sine qua non of legiti- 
mate power in a republic. And even after 
man has granted to government some of 
his natural authority, that power should 
be divided among various bodies, lest it 
be consolidated into the hands of one or 
several tyrants: 


It is our policy to consider the people 
as retaining a vast share of political 
power; and as only investing their 
government with so much as they 
deem necessary for their own ben- 
efits.... We do not balance power 
against power. It is our policy to 
reduce it by division, in order to 


preserve the political power of the 
people, by forbearing to incite the 
ambition and avarice of individuals. 

To preserve our unexampled divi- 
sion of power between the nation and 
the government, a multitude of other 
divisions became necessary, and 
these were intended to be made, not 
for the purpose of balance of powers 
between departments, but by prevent- 
ing such an accumulation to awaken 
ambition, to defend the sovereignty 
of the people against all. 


Constitutional Controversy 

In publishing this position, John Taylor 
became a leader of the so-called anti-Fed- 
eralists, those who opposed the ratification 
of the Constitution of 1787. 

Taylor believed that the convention 
held in Philadelphia in 1787 exceeded its 
authority. He reminded his fellow Ameri- 
cans that Congress and the state govern- 
ments that sent delegates to that meeting 
expressly limited its scope of power to 
the amending of the Articles of Confed- 
eration. In fact, most of the commissions 
granted to the delegates explicitly forbade 
them to consider a new constitution. 

After the Constitution was ratified, how- 
ever, John Taylor changed his tack, arguing 
not that the Constitution was illegitimate, 
but insisting that the limits of power laid 
out in that document be strictly enforced. 
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Watchdog: John Taylor believed that the Constitution was an agreement among sovereign states 
and that those states expressly retained any and every power not explicitly given by them to the 
federal government in the Constitution. He wrote numerous books and pamphlets defending state 
sovereignty and the few and defined powers of the federal government. 


Taylor wrote that if the narrow and par- 
ticularly defined powers of the central gov- 
ernment created in the Constitution are not 
kept constantly within the boundaries drawn 
around them, then the strength of that docu- 
ment would atrophy, having broken “every 
ligament for tying down power.” 

In 1822, John Taylor of Caroline wrote 
Tyranny Unmasked, his masterful disman- 
tling of the designs and deceits of those in 
power who were seeking to misapply and 
misinterpret the Constitution in a way that 
would justify the construction of a British- 
style consolidated central government. 

In this now almost completely forgotten 
defense of state sovereignty, limited federal 
power, and individual liberty, Taylor calls 
out the consolidators, revealing the process 
by which they “weave” their version of 
constitutional construction, a process that 
is still being used by ambitious would-be 
presidents, congressmen, and jurists. “It is, 
in fact by too much proficiency in the art 
of political spinning and weaving, and not 
by too little patronage of capitalists, that 
our prosperity has been lost. By spinning 
legislative into judicial powers; by spinning 
federal into local powers,” he declares. 

Then, in a stinging rebuke of runaway 
federal budgets and social engineering 
masquerading as charity, John Taylor of 
Caroline once again sounds eerily con- 
temporary: 


We can spin out debates about econ- 
omy, so as to make economy itself an 
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instrument of waste. We can weave 
legislative and judicial powers into 
one web, to exhaust time, and increase 
the income of the workmen. We can 
weave law and judgment into more du- 
rable stuff than constitutions. Our par- 
ties have not been deficient in shoot- 
ing the political shuttle for weaving 
republican threads, into a web com- 
pounded of extravagance, patronage, 
heavy taxation, exclusive privileges 
and consolidation. They are weaving a 
co-ordinate, into a sovereign and abso- 
lute power.... It offers more money to 
avarice, and even urges the enormous 
expense already endured, as an argu- 
ment for aggravating the distresses it 
has already produced. 

This wise nation must either be 
very foolish in compelling the gov- 
ernment to force them to be happy 
by the sword, or this patriotick [sic] 
government must be very tyrannical, 
in saddling the people with a heavy 
unnecessary expense. 


As if all the foregoing wasn’t enough evi- 
dence of the worth of familiarizing friends 
of liberty with the name and pen of John 
Taylor of Caroline, perhaps this last excerpt 
from Tyranny Unmasked will convince con- 
stitutionalists to look up and learn from this 
remarkable Founding Father and defender 
of republicanism and state sovereignty. 

In describing the crony capitalism and 
self-serving trade deals of the day, John 


Taylor sounds like he has read up on the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership (TTP), the Trans- 
atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP), and all the other surrenders of sov- 
ereignty dressed in frocks of free trade: 


But rich tributes from the four quar- 
ters of the globe, cannot prevent a 
frightful degree of pauperism, nor re- 
imburse the people for the distresses 
inflicted upon them by commercial 
restrictions. The reason is, that these 
are so contrived as to destroy all the 
good which commerce could have 
produced for the mass of the people, 
by making it merely an instrument 
for taxing them, and for intercepting 
all the wealth and tribute it brings in, 
to convey both into the pockets of the 
government, and of the exclusively 
privileged allies it has created. 


Finally, in language that echoes the Philip- 
pics of Demosthenes, Taylor reminded the 
people of the United States that although 
they may find themselves in dangerous 
straits, they can take back control of the 
ship of state and sail it into the calm waters 
of republicanism. 

Taylor expresses hope for the future of 
self-government, insisting that it can be 
saved if constitutionalists will speak up and 
warn their neighbors of the impending loss 
of liberty. “But a good citizen will never 
despair of the republick [sic].... Penetrated 
by the conviction, that the constitution is in 
danger; that the balance has seriously in- 
clined towards the side of consolidation; he 
comes forward to commune with his coun- 
trymen, and to state to them frankly his im- 
pressions and his fears,” he wrote in 1820. 

This sort of frank communication is 
the purpose of THE NEW AMERICAN and 
its parent organization, The John Birch 
Society. For nearly six decades the latter 
has served as a watchman on the tower, 
warning Americans of the approach of the 
forces of despotism, in whatever forma- 
tion they march. Americans who cherish 
individual liberties and the Constitution 
that protects them would be wise to join 
with this like-minded organization and be 
an active participant in the struggle to re- 
store our Republic. 

John Taylor of Caroline died at home on 
August 20, 1824 while serving as a U.S. 
senator. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


World War Il 
Vet Stops Intruder 


The CBS affiliate out of Los Angeles 
reported on February | about an axe- 
wielding intruder who met his match. The 
incident happened in San Jacinto, where 
a 92-year-old burglary victim was home 
alone when he heard a loud banging noise. 
Joe Milspa, a World War II veteran, im- 
mediately retrieved his handgun and went 
to investigate. As he approached the door, 
Milspa saw the glass window surround- 
ing his front door shatter. Milspa then saw 
a man armed with an axe try to enter the 
house through a broken window. Sergeant 
Craig McDonald, of the San Jacinto Police 
Department, told CBSLA.com, “He [Mil- 
spa] suddenly saw an exterior glass win- 
dow of the home shatter, followed by the 
suspect attempting to crawl into his home 
through the window.” 

Milspa did not let his advanced age slow 
him down, and he immediately fired his 
gun at the burglar. “I could have shot him 
right in the head between the eyes. But I 
didn’t want to do that. I would have been 
in trouble,” Milspa told CBSLA.com. The 
shot missed, but the burglar was scared off 
and ran from the scene. Milspa worked for 
the Los Angeles Police Department for 
decades and said he regularly goes to the 
shooting range to keep his shooting skills 
sharp. Authorities are still searching for 
the man who broke in to the house. 


Bloody Mug Shot 


The New York Daily News reported on 
February 17 about what they described 
as “a Las Vegas man ... giving a whole 
new meaning to mug ‘shot.’” Forty-year- 
old Alexander Gonzales was allegedly 
attempting to burglarize a house in Las 
Vegas and was crawling through a doggie 
door to enter the house when he was shot 
in the face by the homeowner. 

The homeowner was alerted to the at- 
tempted break-in by the loud noises made 
by Gonzales as he tried to crawl through 
the tiny entranceway. The homeowner 
armed himself and ran to his kitchen, 
where he witnessed the suspect coming 
through the doggie door. The homeowner 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ ESS  — Err. 


saw that Gonzales was armed with a knife 
and fired at him and hit him in the face 
and his arm. The resident called 911, and 
police soon arrived on the scene, where 
they apprehended the wounded suspect. 
According to Gonzales’ arrest record, au- 
thorities found a container of methamphet- 
amine on him. The police booked him for 
burglary while in possession of a deadly 
weapon, attempted home invasion, and 
drug trafficking. The police took a mug 
shot of the suspect while his facial wound 
was still fresh, and the image went viral 
online. The suspect was taken to a nearby 
medical facility for treatment and is ex- 
pected to recover. 


I Got to Do Something 


WSOCTV.com reported on February 16 
out of Hickory, North Carolina, that a 
71-year-old man was forced to use a gun 
to defend himself. The senior citizen, who 
is disabled, explained to WSOCTV.com 
that he was left with no choice but to react 
the way he did. 

Seventy-one-year-old Tony Pitts was 
home alone when he heard a knock at 
the front door. Pitts was suspicious since 
it was late at night, so he did not answer 
the door. Then, a few moments later, 
he heard an intruder trying to break in 
through his sliding glass door in the back 
of his house. Pitts quickly retrieved his 
.22-caliber pistol when he heard the glass 
door shatter. Pitts told WSOCTV.com 
that he feared for his life. “I’m disabled 
and somebody kicks the door in, I got 
to do something.... I seen him coming in 
the door and standing over there and I 
shot him,” Pitts told WSOCTV.com. Pitts 
said he held his firearm as steady as he 
could and fired it three times at the sus- 
pect. Two of the shots hit the intruder in 
the chest, with a third hitting a nearby 
door frame. The injured suspect began 
bleeding profusely and fled the scene. 
The bloody suspect retreated to a nearby 
club, where he asked for medical help. 
The suspect was transported to a hospi- 
tal, underwent surgery, and is in stable 
condition. Pitt regretted having to fire his 
gun but felt that the intruder left him no 
other options. “I didn’t want to but had 


to.... If I hadn’t shot him, he might have 
shot me. I don’t know,” Pitts told WS- 
OCTV.com. 

Neighbors and friends rallied to Pitts’ 
side after the incident. Close friend Leon- 
ard Jennings told WSOCTV.com that Pitt 
“did the right thing. I would have done the 
same thing.... These people are dangerous 
you know. Hate to shoot people like that, 
but these people make you shoot them.” 


Off-duty Cop Stops Home 
Invasion 


ABC reported on February 9 that an off- 
duty police officer from Memphis, Ten- 
nessee, shot an intruder at a home in the 
nearby Mississippi city of Southaven. Of- 
ficer Brian Falatko, who had previously 
been named Officer of the Year by the 
Memphis Police Department, was home 
with his two toddler-aged children when 
there was an attempted home invasion. 
Falatko utilized his law-enforcement 
training and responded quickly when the 
intruder kicked in the front door. Falatko 
immediately fired on the suspect, hitting 
him in the shoulder. The injured assail- 
ant attempted to flee but collapsed in the 
driveway, where he was discovered by 
responding officers. The injured burglar 
was taken to a hospital for treatment and 
is expected to make a full recovery. 

NBC affiliate WAVE3.com interviewed 
neighbors who shared their recollection of 
the event. Neighbor Todd Rosamond told 
WAVE3.com, “I saw them carrying a guy 
on a stretcher.... I could hear moans and 
groans.... And he was kind of hollering a 
little bit, so apparently he’d been shot, but 
I didn’t know who shot who.” Rosamond 
supported Falatko’s actions though: “I 
think he got what he deserved for break- 
ing into a home.” 

Neighbor Dalton O’Neal told WAVE3. 
com that the suspect picked the wrong 
house because people in that area are 
armed for their own personal safety. 
“People’s doors are locked for people 
outside, their safety, not the people in- 
side.... Especially in Mississippi or any- 
where around.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Undo Apple Encryption? 
Trem: Jn an interview with the Financial 
Times on February 23, 2016, Microsoft 
Founder Bill Gates weighed in on Apple's 
battle with the U.S. government over the 
FBI's demands that the tech giant help the 
agency defeat the encryption of an iPhone 
SC that was used by one of the San Ber- 
nardino shooters. Gates said Apple CEO 
Tim Cook should cooperate with the FBI 
and provide the backdoor it seeks be- 
cause, “This is a specific case where the 
government is asking for access to infor- 
mation. They are not asking for some gen- 
eral thing, they are asking for a particular 
case.” Gates went on to accuse Micro- 
softs biggest rival of making much ado 
about nothing. The article quotes Gates 
as saying: 


It is no different than [the question 
of] should anybody ever have been 
able to tell the phone company to get 
information, should anybody be able 
to get at bank records. Lets say the 
bank had tied a ribbon round the disk 
drive and said, “Dont make me cut 
this ribbon because you'll make me 
cut it many times.” 


The article includes a quote from FBI di- 
rector James Comey in support of forcing 
Apple to provide a backdoor to the iOS 
platform. Comey claims, “We dont want 
to break anyone’ encryption or set a mas- 
ter key loose on the land,” and calls the 
FBI's demands “quite narrow.” 

IremM: ArsTechnica carried an article 
on February 18, 2016 with the headline, 
“Encryption isnt at stake, the FBI knows 
Apple already has the desired key,” which 
claims — as the headline implies — that 
the FBI's demands are limited and reason- 
able and do not, in any way, threaten the 
privacy of users by seeking to weaken the 
encryption that protects that privacy. The 
article says: 


Its important to note here that the 
cryptography aspect is robust. The 
FBI is not asking for, and Apple al- 
most surely could not provide, any 
kind of bypass or backdoor for the 
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Stop, let’s shake hands: Apple CEO Tim Cook is fighting a government order to break his 
company’s encryption. But since he is calling for legislation to rule in this area — and Apple has 
historically cooperated with government — many view this fight as a mere advertising gimmick. 


cryptographic parts of the system. 
There is no “master key” that can de- 
crypt the files or otherwise break 
the dependence on the PIN key. The 
cryptography appears to be secure. 


After making the case that the encryption 
used in the iOS platform is secure, the 
article goes on to explain that — in any 
attempt to access encrypted data — the en- 
cryption itself is not usually attacked, but 
is circumvented by attacking other parts 
of the system: 


In practice, encryption isnt usu- 
ally defeated by cryptographic at- 
tacks anyway. Instead, it’s defeated 
by attacking something around the 
encryption: taking advantage of 
humans’ preference for picking bad 
passwords, tricking people into en- 
tering their passwords and then 
stealing them, that kind of thing. 


ITEM: On February 22, 2016, Reuters 
reported that Apple — in an attempt to 
end its battle with the FBI by arriving at 
a compromise — has “urged the creation 
of a government panel on encryption.” 
Reuters says the “idea of setting up a 
commission” — which Apple is support- 


ing in an effort to have the Department of 
Justice set aside the court order requiring 
the company to create a backdoor into the 
iPhone — “may be a prelude to a broader 
legislative solution.” 

The article also points out that the idea 
of a government commission on encryp- 
tion “is not new, although a political 
resolution of the data privacy and encryp- 
tion debate has proven elusive for many 
years,” and adds: 


A digital security commission com- 
prising technology, business and law 
enforcement experts has been pro- 
posed by Democratic Senator Mark 
Warner and Republican Represen- 
tative Michael McCaul, who chairs 
the Homeland Security Committee, 
to help break the impasse over en- 
cryption.... Apple indicated it would 
work with a commission or panel of 
experts to discuss the matter further. 
“Apple would gladly participate in 
such an effort,” the company wrote 
in the Monday post on its website ad- 
dressing questions about the case. 


CORRECTION: With the transparently self- 


serving arguments of Gates and Comey 
duly noted, the fact remains that they are 
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wrong. This battle is about much more 
than the San Bernardino shooting, which 
claimed the lives of 14 people in Decem- 
ber 2015. While that event is tragic, the 
surveillance hawks are using it as a pretext 
for greater surveillance as the best meth- 
od for keeping data and communications 
private comes under fire. Since privacy is 
necessary to liberty, that increased loss of 
privacy would also be tragic. 

While Gates may liken the creation of 
a backdoor to cutting a ribbon wrapped 
around a disk drive, his understanding of 
technology serves as proof that he knows 
that analogy is misleading. The reality is 
that cutting such a ribbon once or thou- 
sands of times would have the same ef- 
fect: that one disk drive would no longer 
have a ribbon around it, while creating a 
backdoor to the encrypted iOS platform 
would open Pandora’s box, allowing that 
technology to be used over and over again. 
Once the technology — and the precedent 
— exists, governments both here and 
abroad would demand that the precedent 
allow the use of the technology. And they 
would be correct. 

Comey’s claim that he (and other sur- 
veillance hawks) don’t “want to break 
anyone’s encryption or set a master key 
loose on the land” is demonstrably dishon- 
est. Comey himself has repeatedly said 
that encrypted devices and communica- 
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tions are tools of terrorists and allow evil- 
doers to “go dark.” He made his attitude 
toward encryption very clear in a speech at 
the Brookings Institute in late 2014 when 
he said, “Encryption threatens to lead us 
all to a very, very dark place.” Considering 
Comey’s frequent calls for federal legisla- 
tion to force tech companies to write back- 
doors into their encryption software, this 
writer — and others concerned about the 
overreaching arm of the surveillance state 
— will have to be forgiven if he feels that 
Comey’s claim that he doesn’t “want to 
break anyone’s encryption or set a master 
key loose on the land” is an outright at- 
tempt to deceive law-abiding citizens into 
sacrificing their God-given rights. 

The oft-repeated claim — echoed by 
Gates — that the backdoor the FBI is de- 
manding Apple create would only be used 
by the FBI and only in this one case falls 
equally flat. Other surveillance hawks are 
already circling and waiting for the prec- 
edent to be set so that they, too, can have 
access to this technology. A prime exam- 
ple is Manhattan District Attorney, Cyrus 
Vance, Jr. — whose famous father served 
as President Lyndon Johnson’s deputy sec- 
retary of defense and President Carter’s 
secretary of state. Vance has called for an 
end to powerful encryption in the hands of 
private citizens and the creation of back- 
doors to allow government agencies to 


hack both devices and communications. 
When asked about his hopes for the out- 
come of the Apple/FBI case, he was un- 
ambiguous in his answer. He wants to see 
companies forced to provide backdoors. 
He was asked by Charlie Rose, “If there 
is access to this phone, you want access to 
all those phones that you think are crucial 
ina criminal proceeding?” His answer was 
clear, “Absolutely right.” So much for a 
tool that can only be used by the FBI and 
only be used once. 

The core of this issue is the principle 
that individuals have the right to protect 
their data (both at rest and in motion) from 
surveillance. As this writer has said pre- 
viously, private citizens did not start the 
Crypto Wars, government agencies did. 
They did so by throwing a wide net of sur- 
veillance over the guilty and the innocent 
alike. Strong encryption in the hands of 
private citizens is the natural response to 
that surveillance. And it must be protected. 

ArsTechnica claims that “encryption 
is not at stake” and then goes on to argue 
that it would be fine for Apple to provide 
the FBI with a way to break the password 
protecting that encryption. Since encryp- 
tion is the means and privacy is the end, it 
makes no measurable difference whether 
the encryption is left intact if the password 
can be circumvented to allow the data to 
be decrypted. Such arguments make this 
merely an academic debate. The end result 
would be the same as a thief removing the 
hinges on your front door to gain access to 
your home, but leaving the security lock 
in place and then claiming that your lock 
is still secure. 

Apple — having gained points in the 
mind of this writer and many others for its 
stand in this area — now stands poised to 
throw it all away by allowing this issue to 
be used as a springboard for “the creation 
of a government panel on encryption.” 
While it is understandable that Apple 
finds itself in a difficult position, if the 
principles it claims led to the implemen- 
tation of the encryption standards of the 
iOS platform are to be followed, turning 
the decision over to a government panel 
seems like a non-starter. 

— C, MITCHELL SHAW 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


U.K. “Brexit” Vote and “Project Fear” 


ritish voters have the 
B global establishment 

in a tizzy. Not only are 
the leaders of the U.K.’s Con- 
servative, Labour, and Liberal 
Democrat parties all in a lather 
at the possibility that voters, 
in the June 23 national refer- 
endum, may opt for Britain 
to exit the European Union (a 
move dubbed “Brexit”), but so 
too are leaders at other glob- 
alist institutions: the White 
House, United Nations, IMF, 
G20, G8, central bankers, EU 
Commission and Parliament, 
Council on Foreign Relations 
(CFR), European Council on 
Foreign Relations (ECFR), 
Brookings Institution, Royal Institute for International Affairs, 
Peterson Institute for International Economics, Wall Street mo- 
guls, tech company titans, the New York Times — and on and on. 

The Brexit movement, which is being organized chiefly by the 
United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP), has been under 
concerted attack by the organized one-worlders for the past 
couple of years, but since Prime Minister David Cameron’s an- 
nouncement in February that Brits would have the opportunity 
to vote on the matter in June, the globalizers have really come 
unglued. Why this is so is hardly a mystery. A British exit, if not 
a death-blow, would certainly count as a near-knockout punch to 
the already struggling EU. Not only would a Brexit stand as the 
biggest reversal in the history of “the Project’ — as the globalist 
architects cryptically refer to their decades-long scheme of cen- 
tralization and concentration of power on the continent — but they 
know full well it would inspire others to exit as well, or at least 
to demand greater autonomy from the EU’s authoritarian cabal in 
Brussels. Already there is talk of a possible “Czexit” movement 
in the Czech Republic. It could also revive the “Grexit” in Greece. 
Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban announced on Febru- 
ary 24 that his country will defy the EU’s mandate on accepting 
refugee quotas and hold a national plebiscite on migration. The 
previous day, the foreign and interior ministers of Austria and nine 
Balkan members of the EU met in Vienna and issued a declaration 
challenging the EU’s authority to interfere in their vital internal 
affairs, as they relate to the current migration crisis. 

“Tt is not possible to process unlimited numbers of migrants 
and applicants for asylum,” they said, also citing “limited resourc- 
es and reception capacities, potential consequences for internal 
security and social cohesion, as well as challenges with regard to 
integration.” They insist on enforcing their own border security 
and establishing their own criteria concerning which “refugees” 
qualify for asylum. 
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Back in 2013, when seri- 
ous talk of a Brexit was get- 
ting started, President Obama 
waded into the matter. The 
White House press office said 
that in a personal call to Cam- 
eron, “the President under- 
scored our close alliance with 
the United Kingdom and said 
that the United States values 
a strong UK in a strong Eu- 
ropean Union, which makes 
critical contributions to peace, 
prosperity, and security in Eu- 
rope and around the world.” 

At that time, migration is- 
sues were already a serious 
concern for many British vot- 
ers, but financial concerns — 
unemployment, economic malaise, bank bailouts, and EU regula- 
tions and mandates — seemed to dominate the EU in-out debate, 
which was much less fervent than at present. The magnitude of the 
migration crisis over the past year has catapulted the matter to a po- 
litical front-burner issue. Cameron, who is committed to the EU’s 
“ever-closer union,” has been forced (after much stalling and false 
promising) to hold the referendum. However, he has launched a 
massive media campaign that his opponents have dubbed “Project 
Fear,” aimed to scare Brits into voting against the Brexit. “British 
voters will never love the European Union. But maybe they can 
be terrified into voting not to leave it,” Politico noted on February 
26, reporting, “In speeches and interviews, David Cameron and his 
allies bluntly warned of shock to the economy and the job market 
and terrorist attacks if Britain leaves.” 

Among those joining in the “Project Fear” campaign are IMF 
managing director Christine Lagarde, the G20 finance ministers 
and central bankers, billionaire playboy and Virgin Group CEO 
Richard Branson, top advisor to the PIMCO-Allianz investment 
behemoth Mohammed El-Erian, the Big 3 credit rating agencies 
(Moody’s, Fitch, and S&P) — whose collusion and fraudulent ac- 
counting gave us the 2008 financial crisis and Wall Street bailouts 
— and Council on Foreign Relations President Richard Haass 
(and many other CFR members). Helping direct the effort are for- 
mer Obama campaign strategists Jim Messina and Tara Corrigan. 

Despite this formidable array, the anti-EU movement is gain- 
ing force. Among the prominent Brits who have come out in 
favor of the Brexit campaign are six of Cameron’s Cabinet min- 
isters — Michael Gove, Iain Duncan Smith, Chris Grayling, 
Theresa Villiers, John Whittingdale, and Priti Patel — as well 
as Boris Johnson, the popular mayor of London, who is seen by 
many as a Conservative Party replacement for Cameron at No. 
10 Downing Street. The upcoming Brexit vote will be of crucial 
importance for Britain, EU, the United States, and the world. 
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U.N. Me 


In a film that exposes the incompetence and corruption at the heart of the United Nations, film- 
maker Ami Horowitz takes us on a harrowing, yet often hilarious, trip through the farcical world 
of the United Nations. (2012, 33min, cased DVD, 1/$14.95; 5-9/$12.95ea; 10+/$11.95ea) DVDUNM 


World Federalism 101 

World Federalism 101, by Rick Biondi and Alex Newman, explores the history of the World 
Federalist and Atlantic Union movements in the U.S. Congress and beyond, as well as exposing 
proponents of world government using their own words and deeds. (2014, pb, 212pp, $16.95; 
5-9/$14.95ea; 10+/$13.95ea) BKWF101 


America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of Nations, 
up to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN with those of 

the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 
10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 


United Nations: On the Brink of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over the world’s food, including agricul- 
ture and vitamins, as well as over global health, water, international law, trade, firearms, and 
the environment. Only two things stop it from becoming a world government — insufficient 
funding and sovereignty-protecting politicians. And those two things are being dealt with. 
(2012, 12pp, $.02ea) RPUNBWG 
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Inside the United Nations 

The United Nations has been in existence for 

70 years, but its origins and objectives remain 
misunderstood by many Americans. This 

book is a brief, readable introduction to the 
United Nations and to the people who created 
it and support it. (2013ed, 135pp, pb, 1/$9.95ea; 
5-19/$8.95ea; 20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) BKIUN 
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